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Presidential  Documents 


Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Executive  Order  11074 

ESTABLISHING  THE  PRESIDENT’S  COUNCIL  ON  PHYSICAL  FITNESS 

WHEREAS  recent  studies,  both  private  and  public,  have  revealed 
disturbing  deficiencies  in  the  physical  fitness  of  American  youth ;  and 

WHEREAS,  since  the  youth  of  our  Nation  is  one  of  our  greatest 
assets,  it  is  imperative  that  the  physical  fitness  of  our  youth  be  im¬ 
proved  and  promoted  to  the  greatest  possible  extent ;  and 

WHEREAS  there  also  are  evidences  of  deficiencies  in  the  physical 
fitness  of  American  adults ;  and 

WHEREAS  there  is  a  close  relationship  between  physical  fitness 
and  intellectual  vigor  and  moral  strength ;  and 

WHEREAS  the  physical  fitness  of  its  citizens  is  a  concern  of  the 
government  at  all  levels,  as  well  as  a  responsibility  of  the  family,  the 
school,  the  community,  and  other  groups  and  organizations;  and 

WHEREAS  it  is  necessary  that  the  activities  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  this  area  be  coordinated  and  administered  so  as  to  assure 
their  maximum  effectiveness  and  to  provide  guidance  and  stimulation : 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as 
President  of  the  United  States,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows : 

Section  1.  President's  Council  on  Physical  Fitness.  There  is 
hereby  established  the  President’s  Council  on  Physical  Fitness  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  Council),  which  shall  be  composed  of  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  who  shall  be  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Council,  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Attorney  General, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce,  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator. 

Sec.  2.  Functions  of  the  Council,  (a)  The  Council  shall  foster  im- 
-provements  in  existing  programs  and  promote  additional  efforts  to 
enhance  the  physical  fitness  of  Americans.  The  Council  shall  seek 
to  coordinate,  stimulate,  and  improve  the  functions  of  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  with  respect  to  physical  fitness. 

(b)  The  Council  shall  enlist  the  active  support  and  assistance  of 
individual  citizens,  civic  groups,  professional  associations,  private 
enterprise,  voluntary  organizations,  and  other  groups  in  a  vigorous 
effort  to  promote  and  improve  the  physical  fitness  of  all  Americans. 

Sec.  3.  Federal  Agencies,  (a)  Nothing  in  this  order  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  abrogate,  modify,  or  restrict  any  function  vested  by  law 
in,  or  assigned  pursuant  to  law  to,  any  executive  department  or  other 
agency  of  the  Government  or  any  officer  thereof. 

(b)  Each  executive  department  the  head  of  which  is  referred  to  in 
section  1  of  this  order  shall,  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
effectuating  the  provisions  of  this  order,  furnish  assistance  to  the 
Council  in  accordance  with  section  214  of  the  act  of  May  3,  1945,  59 
Stat.  134  (31U.S.C.  691). 

Sec.  4.  Continuity.  The  Council  established  by  this  order  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  a  continuation  of  the  President’s  Council  on  Youth 
Fitness. 

Sec.  5.  Seal.  Executive  Order  10830  of  July  24,  1959,  prescribing 
a  seal  for  the  President’s  Council  on  Youth  Fitness,  is  hereby  amended 
by  substituting  the  word  “Physical”  wherever  the  word  “Youth” 
appears  in  said  order. 


THE  PRESIDENT 


Sec.  6.  Revocations .  Executive  Order  10673  of  July  16,  1956, 
Executive  Order  10772  of  June  30,  1958,  and  Executive  Order  10931 
of  March  29, 1961,  are  hereby  revoked. 


J  ohn  F.  Kennedy 


The  White  House, 

January  8,1963. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-354;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963;  12:11  p.m.] 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  W — Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

PART  401 — FEDERAL  CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart — Regulations  for  1961  and 
Succeeding  Crop  Years 

Counties  Designated  for  Barley  Crop 
Insurance;  Appendix 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
5  401.1  of  the  above-identified  regula¬ 
tions,  as  amended,  the  following  counties 
are  hereby  added  to  the  lists  of  counties 
published  April  26,  1962,  and  June  20, 
1962,  which  were  designated  for  barley 
crop  insurance  for  the  1963  crop  year. 
Idaho  (2) 

Camas.  Oneida. 

Minnesota  (1) 

Polk,  East 
North  Dakota  (5) 

Burke.  Mountrail. 

Divide.  Rolette. 

McKenzie. 

Pennsylvania  (1) 

Dauphin 

South  Dakota  (2) 

Brookings.  Moody. 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73,  as  amended,  77, 
as  amended;  7U.S.C.  1506, 1516) 

[seal]  Jack  H.  Morrison, 

Acting  Manager , 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Cooperation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-225;  Plied,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:47  am.] 


PART  401— FEDERAL  CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart — Regulations  for  1961  and 
Succeeding  Crop  Years 

Counties  Designated  for  Wheat  Crop 
Insurance;  Appendix 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
§  401.1  of  the  above-identified  regula¬ 
tions,  as  amended,  the  following  counties 
are  hereby  added  to  the  lists  of  counties 
published  April  26,  1962,  and  June  20, 
1962,  which  were  designated  for  wheat 
crop  insurance  for  the  1963  crop  year. 
Minnesota  (9) 

Blue  Earth.  Stevens. 

Faribault.  Swift. 

Lac  qui  Parle.  Waseca. 

Redwood.  Yellow  Medicine. 

Renville. 

Missouri  (2) 

Caldwell.  Montgomery. 

Ohio  (1) 

Fulton 


Pennsylvania  (1) 

Dauphin 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73,  as  amended,  77, 
as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1506, 1616) 

[seal]  Jack  H.  Morrison, 

Acting  Manager, 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63—226;  Filed,  Jan.  9.  1963; 

'  8:47  am.] 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service  (Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adjustment),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

PART  722— COTTON 

Proclamation  of  Results  of  Marketing 
Quota  Referendum  for  1963  Crop 
of  Upland  Cotton 

§  722.606  Basis  and  purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  proclamation  is  to 
announce  the  results  of  the  marketing 
quota  referendum  for  the  1963  crop  of 
upland  cotton.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
on  October  15,  1962,  proclaimed  a  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  for  the  1963  crop 
of  upland  cotton  (27  F.R.  10150).  and 
§  722.623  of  the  Acreage  Allotment  Regu¬ 
lations  for  the  1963  Crop  of  Upland  Cot¬ 
ton  (27  F.R.  10524)  provided  that  a 
referendum  would  be  held  on  December 
11,  1962,  to  determine  whether  cotton 
farmers  were  in  favor  of  or  opposed  to 
such  quota.  Since  the  only  purpose  of 
this  proclamation  is  to  announce  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  referendum,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that,  with  respect 
to  the  proclamation,  application  of  the 
notice  and  public  procedure  requirements 
erf  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  (60  Stat.  238  ,  5  U.S.C.  1003)  is 
unnecessary. 

§  722.607  Proclamation  of  results  of 
the  marketing  quota  referendum  for 
the  1963  crop  of  upland  cotton. 

In  a  referendum  held  on  December 
11,  1962,  of  farmers  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  1962  crop  of  upland 
cotton,  217,020  farmers  voted.  Of  those 
voting,  203,310,  or  93.7  percent,  favored 
the  national  marketing  quota  proclaimed 
by  the  Secretary  for  the  1963  crop  of 
upland  cotton  and  13,710  or  63  percent, 
opposed  such  quota.  Therefore,  the  na¬ 
tional  marketing  quota  of  14,367,000 
bales  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  on  October  15,  1962,  for  the 
1963  crop  of  upland  cotton  shall  continue 
in  effect. 

(Secs.  342-345.  375.  62  Stat.  56-58.  66,  as 
amended;  7  UJ3.C.  1842-1345.  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1963. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-311;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  a.m.J 


PART  722— COTTON 

Proclamation  of  Results  of  Marketing 

Quota  Referendum  for  1963  Crop 

of  Extra  Long  Staple  Cotton 
§  722.655  Bases  and  purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  proclamation  is  to 
announce  the  results  of  the  marketing 
quota  referendum  for  the  1963  crop  of 
extra  long  staple  cotton.  Under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  on  October  15,  1962,  pro¬ 
claimed  a  national  marketing  quota  for 
the  1963  crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton 
(27  F.R.  10151),  and  §  722.672  of  the 
Acreage  Allotment  Regulations  for  the 
1963  Crop  of  Extra  Long  Staple  Cotton 
(27  F.R.  11449)  provided  that  a  referen¬ 
dum  would  be  held  on  December  11, 1962, 
to  determine  whether  extra  long  staple 
cotton  farmers  were  in  favor  of  or  op¬ 
posed  to  such  quota.  Since  the  only 
purpose  of  this  proclamation  is  to 
announce  the  results  of  the  referendum, 
it  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that, 
with  respect  to  the  proclamation,  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  notice  and  public  procedure 
requirements  of  section  4  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238; 
5U.S.C.  1003)  is  unnecessary. 

§  722.656  Proclamation  of  recults  of 
the  marketing  quota  referendum  for 
the  1963  crop  of  extra  long  staple 
cotton. 

In  a  referendum  held  on  December 
11,  1962,  of  farmers  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  1962  crop  of  extra  long 
staple  cotton,  1,129  farmers  voted.  Of 
those  voting,  925,  or  81.9  percent,  fa¬ 
vored  the  national  marketing  quota  pro¬ 
claimed  by  the  Secretary  for  the  1963 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton,  and 
204,  or  18.1  percent,  opposed  such  quota. 
Therefore,  the  national  marketing  quota 
of  155,500  bales  proclaimed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  on  October  15, 
1962,  for  the  1963  crop  of  extra  long 
staple  cotton  shall  continue  in  effect. 
(Secs.  342-345.  847,  375,  52  Stat.  56-59,  66, 
aa  amended;  7  UJ3.C.  1342-1345,  1347,  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1963. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

(FJR.  Doc.  63-312;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:52  am.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


PART  729 — PEANUTS  « 

Subpart — Proclamation  of  Results  of  i 
Referendum  on  Marketing  Quotas 
for  Years  1963,  1964,  and  1965  m 

Section  729.1408  announces  the  results 
of  the  referendum  held  December  11, 
1962,  pursuant  to  Section  358(b)  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  to  determine  whether  farmers 
favor  or  oppose  marketing  quotas  for 
peanuts  produced  in  the  calendar  years 
1963, 1964  and  1965.  Since  the  only  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  proclamation  is  to  announce 
the  results  of  the  referendum,  it  is  found 
and  determined  that,  with  respect  to  this 
proclamation,  application  of  notice  and 
procedure  provisions  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  is 
unnecessary. 

§  729.1408  Proclamation  of  the  results 
of  the  marketing  quota  referendum 
for  the  peanut  crops  produced  in  the 
Jthree  calendar  years  1963,  1964,  and 
1965. 

In  a  referendum  of  farmers  engaged  in 
the  production  of  1962  crop  peanuts,  held 
on  December  11,  1962,  42,838  farmers 
voted.  Of  those  voting,  41,508  farmers, 
or  96.9  percent  favored  marketing  quotas 
for  peanuts  produced  in  the  three  calen¬ 
dar  years  1963,  1964  and  1965  and  1,330 
farmers,  or  3.1  percent,  opposed  quotas 
for  peanuts  produced  in  each  of  such 
three  calendar  years.  Since  more  than 
two-thirds  of  the  farmers  voting  favored 
quotas,  the  national  marketing  quota  of 
1,006,250  tons  proclaimed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  for  peanuts  produced 
in  the  calendar  year  1963  (27  F.R.  10576) 
shall  be  in  effect.  National  marketing 
quotas  proclaimed  hereafter  for  peanuts 
for  the  calendar  years  1964  and  1965  shall 
be  effective. 

(Sec.  375,  52  Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
1375) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  8,  1963. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-313;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:52  am.] 

Chapter  VIII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Sugar),  Department  of  Agriculture 
SUBCtfAPTER  0 — DETERMINATION  OF  FARMS 

[Sugar  Determination  827.2  Rev.] 

PART  827— PUERTO  RICO 

1962-63  and  Subsequent  Crops 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
304(b)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended,  Part  827,  Chapter  vm  of  Title 
7  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  827.2  Determination  of  a  farm  in 
Puerto  Rico. 

(a)  Definitions.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  section,  the  terms: 

(1)  “Person”  means  an  individual, 
partnership,  corporation,  or  association. 

(2)  “Producer”  means  a  person  who  is 
the  legal  owner,  at  the  time  of  harvest 


or  abandonment,  of  a  portion  or  all  of  a 
crop  of  sugarcane  grown  on  a  farm  for 
the  extraction  of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar. 

(b)  Constitution  of  a  farm.  For  the 
1962-63  and  subsequent  sugarcane  crops 
in  Puerto  Rico,  a  farm  shall  be  consti-  , 
tuted  according  to  whichever  one  of  the 
following  subparagraphs  is  applicable  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  prevailing  circumstances. 

(1)  “Farm”  means  all  land  which  is 
farmed  by  one  or  more  producers  as  a 
farming  unit  with  cropping  practices, 
equipment,  workstock,  labor,  and  man¬ 
agement  substantially  separate  from  that 
of  any  other  such  unit,  and  also  includes 
all  other  land  on  which  sugarcane  farm¬ 
ing  operations  are  carried  out  with  re¬ 
spect  to  which  such  producer(s)  fur¬ 
nishes  management  services  and  (i)  re¬ 
ceives  for  such  management  services  an 
amount  in  excess  of  12  y2  percent  of  the 
aggregate  net  market  proceeds  from  the 
producer’s  share  of  the  sugar  and  molas¬ 
ses  produced  from  the  sugarcane,  (ii) 
assumes  an  obligation  for  loss,  (iii) 
shares  in  the  net  profit,  or  (iv)  guaran¬ 
tees  directly  or  indirectly  a  stipulated 
amount  to  any  person  who  owns  or  con¬ 
trols  land  on  which  such  farming  opera¬ 
tions  are  carried  out. 

(2)  “Farm”  means  all  land  owned  or 
controlled  by  a  producer  who  separately 
or  together  with  other  producers,  except 
processor-producers,  owns  the  crop  and 
bears  the  full  financial  risks  of  producing 
the  sugarcane  crop  grown  on  such  land 
and  who  carries  out  the  sugarcane  farm¬ 
ing  operations  on  such  land  by  utilizing 
management  services  for  which  an 
amount  is  payable  not  in  excess  of  12  y2 
percent  of  the  aggregate  net  market  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  producer’s  share  of  the 
sugar  and  molasses  obtained  from  the 
sugarcane  produced  on  the  farm  as  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  the  applicable  fair 
price  determination  (Part  877,  Chapter 

vm). 

(3)  “Farm”  means  all  land  included 
in  a  proportional  profit  farm  which  is 
organized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Title  IV  of  the  Land  Law  of  Puerto  Rico, 
supervised  by  a  manager  with  headquar¬ 
ters  on  the  farm,  and  operated  with 
workstock,  light  equipment,  farm  build¬ 
ings  and  labor  substantially  separate 
from  that  of  any  other  such  farm. 

Statement  of  Bases  and  Considerations 

Sugar  Act  requirements.  Section  304 
(b)  of  the  act  requires  that  a  farm  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  taking  into  consideration  the 
use  of  common  work  stock,  equipment, 
labor,  management,  and  other  pertinent 
factors.  It  is  necessary  to  define  a  farm 
for  the  purposes  of  determining  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  act, 
and  computing  conditional  payments. 

Former  determinations.  The  original 
definition  of  a  farm  contained  in  the  de¬ 
termination  issued  October  7,  1937,  took 
into  consideration  factors  specifically 
listed  in  the  act,  i.e.,  cropping  practices, 
work  stock,  equipment,  labor,  and  man¬ 
agement.  However,  the  definition  made 
no  reference  to  “other  pertinent  factors” 
which  the  Secretary  might  take  into  con- 
i  sideration  in  defining  a  farm.  That  de- 
i  termination  was  amended  January  1, 


1944,  by  adding  a  provision  to  give  recog¬ 
nition  to  a  Commonwealth  law  which 
provided  that  the  benefits  of  sugarcane 
operations  on  farms  operated  pursuant 
to  such  law  would  be  shared  among  pro¬ 
ducers  and  laborers.  Thus,  it  was  de¬ 
termined  that  such  a  sharing  was  a 
“pertinent  factor”  to  be  considered  in 
defining  a  farm  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act.  Again,  on  March  22,  1950,  the 
amendment  was  revised  to  make  it  more 
specific.  The  accompanying  statement 
recognized  that  heavy  equipment,  record 
keeping,  supervision,  and  other  facil¬ 
ities  required  for  large-scale  and  effi¬ 
cient  operations  would  be  provided  to 
the  managers  of  these  farms  by  the  Land 
Authority  (a  Commonwealth  Agency)  on 
a  unit  cost  basis. 

Recent  developments.  In  recent  years 
the  average  yield  of  sugarcane  and  sugar 
per  acre,  as  well  as  the  total  acreage 
growing  in  Puerto  Rico,  have  been  de¬ 
clining.  As  a  result,  this  area  has  been 
unable  for  several  years  to  fill  its  quotas 
provided  in  the  act.  The  Commonwealth 
Government  has  instituted  subsidy  pro¬ 
grams  to  encourage  new  plantings  of 
sugarcane  and  to  bring  abandoned  acre¬ 
age  back  into  production.  Many  pro¬ 
ducers  have  farms  which  are  too  small 
to  warrant  the  investment  in  the  ma¬ 
chinery  needed  for  most  efficient  opera¬ 
tions.  In  this  situation,  some  of  the 
processors,  who  also  have  large-scale 
sugarcane  farming  operations  which  are 
substantially  mechanized,  have  devel¬ 
oped  a  variety  of  so-called  management 
or  service  contracts  under  which  an  in¬ 
dependent  producer  may  authorize,  on 
a  long  term  basis,  the  processor  to  per¬ 
form  the  farming  operations  for  him. 
The  customary  arrangement  is  for  the 
processor  to  carry  out  the  farming  oper¬ 
ations  and  to  charge  to  the  account  of 
the  farm  a  specific  hourly  rate  for  the 
equipment  used,  the  direct  and  indirect 
labor  costs,  the  cost  of  supplies,  a  man¬ 
agement  fee  related  to  the  returns  from 
sugar  and  molasses,  and  in  some  cases 
a  percentage  of  the  net  profit  from  the 
crop.  The  processor  may  also  finance, 
underwrite  the  financing,  or  arrange  for 
the  financing  of  the  crop.  This  practice 
affords  the  benefits  of  large-scale  and 
mechanized  operations  to  small  farms. 
Such  farms  have  substantially  higher 
rates  of  conditional  payment  under  the 
act  than  large  farms.  For  the  processor, 
more  cane  is  assured  for  his  mill. 

Generally,  land  on  which  the  sugar¬ 
cane  farming  operations  have  been  car¬ 
ried  out  under  the  managerial  control 
of  one  or  more  producers  has  been  con¬ 
sidered  a  separate  fanning  unit  and  in 
the  case  of  most  of  such  farms  the  pro¬ 
ducers  also  have  borne  the  full  risk  of 
loss  and  received  the  full  benefit  of  any 
gain  from  the  enterprise.  However, 
there  are  considerable  variations  in  these 
management  arrangements  and  certain 
of  them  tend  to  defeat  the  intended 
scale-down  in  rates  of  payments  under 
the  Act.  Nevertheless,  it  is  recognized 
that  a  person  who  has  the  control  of 
land  may  employ  “custom”  operators  or 
appoint  an  agent  who  has  the  equipment 
and  managerial  experience  necessary  to 
perform  farming  operations  for  and  on 
his  behalf.  In  view  of  developments  in 
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farm,  operations  in  Puerto  Rico,  particu¬ 
larly  in  the  utilization  of  management 
contracts,  it  has  been  deemed  advisable 
to  revise  the  determination  of  a  farm  to 
delineate  the  types  of  managerial  ar¬ 
rangements  which  would  require  the 
combination  of  farms. 

Notice  of  proposed  revision  of  farm 
definition.  To  give  industry  representa¬ 
tives  advance  notice  of  the  proposed  re¬ 
vision  of  the  definition  of  a  farm,  the 
Department  published  a  proposed  revi¬ 
sion  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1962.  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  submit  comments  thereon 
within  30  days.  By  subsequent  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register,  the  period  for  fil¬ 
ing  comments  was  extended  to  October 
31,  1962. 

Several  statements  were  submitted, 
chiefly  suggesting  modifications  in  the 
proposed  determination,  requesting  clari¬ 
fications  as  to  financial  responsibilities, 
and  submitting  data  in  support  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  increase  in  the  maximum  au¬ 
thorized  management  fee  from  2%  per¬ 
cent  to  12  Ms  percent  of  the  market  value 
of  the  sugarcane. 

A  considerable  point  was  made  for 
time  to  renegotiate  the  terms  of  certain 
management  contracts  since  many  of 
them  have  been  in  effect  for  years  and 
many  operations  have  been  completed 
on  the  current  crop. 

Concerning  this  matter,  the  only  time 
limit  will  be  the  date  of  filing  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  payment  on  the  1962-63  crop. 
However,  the  work  of  the  Caribbean 
Area  ASCS  Office  would  be  expedited  if 
that  office  was  notified  concerning  the 
cases  involved. 

Revised  determination.  The  revised 
determination  provides  three  conditions 
under  which  separate  farms  may  be  con¬ 
stituted.  As  formerly,  a  farm  includes 
all  land  which  is  farmed  by  one  or  more 
producers  as  a  fanning  unit  with  crop¬ 
ping  practices,  labor  and  management 
substantially  separate  from  that  of  any 
other  such  unit.  However,  under  the 
revised  determination,  there  must  be  in¬ 
cluded  with  any  such  farm  all  other  land 
for  which  the  producer  furnishes  man¬ 
agement  services  for  sugarcane  produc¬ 
tion  if  such  producer  assumes  an  obliga¬ 
tion  of  loss  with  respect  to  such 
sugarcane  operations,  has  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  profit  from  such  sugarcane  opera¬ 
tions,  guarantees  directly  or  indirectly  a 
stipulated  amount  to  any  person  who 
owns  or  controls  land  on  which  such 
sugarcane  farming  operations  are  carried 
out,  or  is  entitled  to  receive  for  such 
management  services  an  amount  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  12%  percent  of  the  growers  mar¬ 
ket  proceeds  from  the  sugar  and 
molasses  involved.  Any  one  or  a  com¬ 
bination  of  these  circumstances  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  control  of  the  farming 
operations  actually  is  vested  in  the  per¬ 
son  furnishing  the  management  services 
and,  accordingly,  the  land  should  be 
combined  with  the  farm  of  such  person. 
Data  were  presented  by  the  industry  on 
actual  costs  incurred  during  the  period 
1958  to  1962  by  selected  processors  offer¬ 
ing  management  services  to  independent 
growers  which  indicated  that  a  ceiling  of 
12%  percent  is  warranted  to  allow  for  a 
reasonable  margin  of  profit.  It  should 


be  understood  that  the  12%  percent  is  a 
maximum  and  that  all  persons  are  free 
to  contract  for  any  lesser  fee.  Also,  if 
the  management  contractor  furnishes 
supplies,  equipment  or  labor,  in  addition 
to  management  services,  the  charges 
therefor  shall  not  exceed  their  costs  and 
shall  include  no  element  of  profit.  It  is 
understood  that  the  fee  for  management 
services  will  not  cover  land  preparation, 
planting,  harvesting  or  hauling  but  that 
it  will  cover  other  necessary  functions 
of  operations  such  as  planning,  account¬ 
ing,  legal,  supervision,  and  other  admin¬ 
istrative  services. 

In  contrast  to  the  foregoing,  a  sepa¬ 
rate  farm  may  be  constituted  for  all  land 
owned  or  controlled  by  a  producer  who, 
separately  or  together  with  other  pro¬ 
ducers,  owns  the  crop  grown  on  such 
land,  and  bears  the  full  financial  risk  of 
producing  the  sugarcane  crop  on  such 
land  by  utilizing  management  services 
for  which  an  amount  is  payable  not  in 
excess  of  12%  percent  of  the  producers’ 
share  of  sugar  and  molasses  produced  on 
the  land. 

Assistance  in  obtaining  financing,  or 
advancing  funds  which  are  fully  repay¬ 
able  and  either  repaid  or  adequately 
secured  before  additional  advances  are 
made  on  subsequent  crops  will  not  pre¬ 
vent  the  constitution  of  separate  farms. 
However,  cosigning  or  endorsement  of  a 
note  of  the  producer  by  the  management 
contractor  would  constitute  a  guarantee 
and  require  that  the  farms  be  combined. 

The  provision  of  the  former  deter¬ 
mination  regarding  proportional  profit 
farms  organized  under  the  Land  Law  of 
Puerto  Rico  remains  unchanged. 

Accordingly,  I  hereby  find  and  con¬ 
clude  this  revised  determination  will 
effectuate  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  act. 

(Sec.  403,  61  Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  Supp.  1153, 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  304,  61  Stat.  931, 
7  UJ3.C.  Supp.,  1134;  Public  Law  87-535, 
approved  July  13, 1962) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  3, 1963. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-224;  Piled,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:47.  am.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  907 — NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN 
•IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED 
PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment  for 
-1962-63  Fiscal  Year 

On  December  21,  1962,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (27  F.R.  12680)  regard¬ 
ing  the  expenses  and  rate  of  assessment 
for  the  1962-63  fiscal  year  under  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  No.  117,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907,  27  FJR.  10087) ,  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 


the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  After  consideration  of  all  rele¬ 
vant  matters  presented,  including  the 
proposals  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  no¬ 
tice  which  were  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  (es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order) ,’  it  is 
hereby  found  and  determined  that: 

§  907.201  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment  for  the  1962—63  fiscal  year. 

(a)  Expenses.  The  expenses  neces¬ 
sary  to  be  incurred  by  the  Navel  Orange 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  for  its  maintenance  and  function¬ 
ing  during  the  period  November  1,  1962, 
through  October  31,  1963,  will  amount 
to  $190,000. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  to  be  paid  by  each  handler 
who  first  handles  oranges  shall  be  one 
cent  ($0.01)  per  carton  of  oranges  han¬ 
dled  by  such  handler  as  the  first  handler 
thereof  during  the  1962-63  fiscal  year. 
Such  rate  of  assessment  is  hereby  fixed 
as  each  handler’s  pro  rata  share  of  the 
aforesaid  expenses. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  this  section  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that:  (1)  the  rele¬ 
vant  provisions  of  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  this  part  require  that 
the  rate  of  assessment  fixed  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  fiscal  year  shall  be  applicable  to 
all  assessable  navel  oranges  from  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  such  year;  and  (2)  the  cur¬ 
rent  fiscal  year  began  on  November  1, 
1962,  and  the  rate  of  assessment  herein 
fixed  will  automatically  apply  to  all  as¬ 
sessable  navel  oranges  beginning  with 
such  date. 

Terms  used  herein  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  January  4,  1963. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-223;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:47  am.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[S.O.  935,  Arndt.  2] 

PART  95— CAR  SERVICE 

Appointment  of  Embargo  Agent 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1,  held  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  31st  day  of  December  AD.,  1962. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  935  (25  FJt.  6760,  26  FE. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


12166) ,  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered,  That  §  95.935  Appoint¬ 
ment  of  embargo  agent.  Service  Order 
No.  935,  be  and  it  is  hereby  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (f) 
for  paragraph  (f)  thereof. 

(f)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  December  31, 
1963,  unless  otherwise  modified,  changed, 
suspended  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission.  ,  . 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.t  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1962. 

(Sec.  1,  12,  15,  24  Stat.  379,  383  ,  384,  as 
amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15.  Interprets  or 
applies  sec.  1  (10-17),  15(4),  40  Stat.  101,  as 
amended,  54  Stat.  911;  49  TJ.S.C.  1(10-17), 
15(4)) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  each  State  railroad  regulatory 
body,  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement;  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Short  Line  Railroad  Association; 
and  that  notice  of  this  order  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a 
copy  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Safety  and  Service 
Board  No.  1. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-229;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  B — CARRIERS  BY  MOTOR  VEHICLES 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-43] 

PART  207— LEASE  AND  INTERCHANGE 
OF  VEHICLES 

Dump  Trucks  Used  for  Transportation 
of  Salt  and  Calcium  Chloride,  in 
Bulk,  for  Ice  and  Snow  Control 
Purposes 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Motor  Carrier  Board 
No.  3,  held  at  its  office  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  the  28th  day  of  December,  A.D. 
1962. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of 
petition  filed  by  Paul  W.  Wills,  Inc.,  Salt 
Transport,  Inc.,  Ogden  &  Moffett  Co., 
Direct  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Truckway  Service, 
Inc.,  for  amendment  of  the  provision  of 
§  207.4(a)  (3)  of  this  Part  207  (49  CFR 
207.4(a)  (3) )  with  respect  to  dump  trucks 
used  for  the  transportation  of  salt  and 
calcium  chloride,  in  bulk,  for  ice  and 
snow  control  purposes;  and 
It  appearing  that  amendment  of  §  207.- 
4(a)  (3)  to  provide  a  limited  exemption 
from  the  thirty-day  minimum  lease  re¬ 
quirement  presently  in  effect  in  order 
to  afford  the  relief  sought  is  warranted, 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor;  and 


It  further  appearing  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  a  relaxation  of  present  require¬ 
ments  and  is  comparable  to  the  exemp¬ 
tion  applicable  to  automobile  and  tank 
truck  carriers,  and  therefore,  pursuant 
to  section  4(a)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  237,  5  U.S.C. 
1003),  for  good  cause  it  is  found  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  is  unneces¬ 
sary: 

It  is  ordered,  That  subparagraph  (3) 
of  §  207.4(a)  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  the  following  subdivision 
(iii) : 

(iii)  Ice  and  snow  control  purposes. 
That  such  30-day  minimum  period  shall 
not  apply  to  dump  equipment  leased  or 
subleased  for  use  in  transporting  salt  and 
calcium  chloride,  in  bulk,  for  ice  and 
snow  control  purposes,  during  the  period 
from  November  1  to  April  30,  both  in¬ 
clusive,  of  each  year. 

(Sec.  204,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C. 
304) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  except  to 
the  extent  relief  is  granted  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  the  petition  be  and  it 
is  hereby  denied; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
order  shall  become  effective  on  the  date 
of  service  of  this  order  and  shall  con¬ 
tinue  in  effect  until  further  order  of  the 
Commission ; 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  a  copy  thereof 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Motor  Carrier 
Board  No.  3. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-230;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  a.in.] 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  A — ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  No.  ER-373] 

PART  297— INTERNATIONAL  AIR 
FREIGHT  FORWARDERS 

Extension  of  Period  of  Applicability 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  7th  day  of  January  1963. 

The  provision  of  §  297.21  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations  which  permits 
International  Air  Freight  Forwarders  to 
use  the  services  of  supplemental  air 
carriers  on  an  individually  waybilled 
shipment  basis  terminates  on  January  8, 
1963. 

Section  9  of  Public  Law  87-528  of  July 
10,  1962,  authorizes  the  Board  to  permit 
the  holder  of  any  certificate  or  other 
operating  authority  for  supplemental  air 


transportation  to  perform  certain  in¬ 
dividually  waybilled  services  during  the 
two-year  period  beginning  on  the  date 
of  enactment  of  Public  Law  87-528.  Such 
authorizations  under  this  provision  may 
therefore  be  granted  until  July  10,  1964. 

The  Board-  finds  that  the  permission 
granted  by  §  297.21  should  at  this  time 
be  extended  to  make  it  coextensive  with 
the  authority  of  section  9,  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  policy  of  section  9  of  per¬ 
mitting  the  supplemental  air  carriers  to 
continue  individually  waybilled  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  by  the  Board.  Under 
this  provision,  forwarders  are  also  free 
to  avail  themselves  of  supplemental  air 
carrier  services  authorized  under  sec¬ 
tion  417  of  the  Act. 

The  authorization  to  utilize  individ¬ 
ually  waybilled  services  of  the  supple¬ 
mental  carriers  was  originally  granted  by 
the  Board  in  the  International  Air 
Freight  Forwarder  Investigation,  27  CAB 
658  (1958) .  This  authorization  was  lim¬ 
ited  to  a  three-year  experimental  period 
primarily  so  as  to  enable  the  Board  to 
reassess  the  impact  of  such  forwarder 
shipments  on  the  foreign  freight  rate 
level.  Since  there  is  only  one  supple¬ 
mental  air  carrier  that  has  individually 
waybilled  authority  in  foreign  and  over¬ 
seas  air  transportation,  it  would  appear 
that  an  additional  extension  of  this  au¬ 
thorization  to  coincide  with  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  section  9  of  Public  Law  87-528  will 
have  but  a  limited  impact  upon  other 
carriers.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and 
since  this  amendment  does  not  impose 
a  regulatory  burden  on  any  person,  and 
grants  a  permission,  the  Board  finds  that 
it  may  be  adopted  without  public  notice 
and  procedure,  and  that  it  may  be  made 
effective  January  8,  1963.  However,  in 
order  to  give  interested  persons  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  their  views  on  this 
amendment,  the  Board  will  receive  ^uad 
consider  comments  thereon  which  are 
filed  not  later  than  January  28,  1963. 
Ten  copies  of  such  comments  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  communications  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
persons  in  the  Docket  Section,  Room  711, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  thereof.  The  Board  may  modify  or 
rescind  this  amendment  in  light  of  such 
comments. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aer6nautics  Board  amends  §  297.21 
of  the  Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR 
297.21),  effective  January  8,  1963,  by 
amending  the  proviso  to  read :  " Provided , 
however.  That  the  authority  to  use  the 
services  of  supplemental  air  carriers  on 
an  individually  waybilled  shipment  basis 
shall  terminate  on  July  10,  1964.” 

(Sec.  204,  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C.  1324,  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  secs.  101(3),  417,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  72  Stat.  737,  76  Stat.  145; 
49  U.S.C.  1301,  1387,  sec.  9,  Pub.  Law  87-528, 
76  Stat.  148) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-250;  Filed,  Jan.  9.  1963; 

8:50ajtn.[ 
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Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— AIR  NAVIGATION  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  1529;  Amdt.  303] 

PART  609— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  amendments  to  standard  instrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  being  adopted  to  become  effective 
when  indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  revised  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classi¬ 
fication  now  in  effect  for  the  airports  specified  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  the  users,  the  revised  procedures  specify  the 
complete  procedure  and  indicate  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice,  procedure  and  effective  date  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  would  be  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  and  is  therefore  not  required. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  5662) ,  Part  609  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  low  or  medium  frequency  range  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.100(a)  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

LFR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  Is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  an  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 

65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  JAN.  18, 1963,  OR  UrON  CONVERSION  TO  CLASS  SABH  FACILITY. 

City,  North  Platte;  State,  Nebr.;  Airport  Name,  Lee  Bird  Municipal;  Elev.,  2778';  Fac.  Class.,  SABRAZ;  Ident.,  LF;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  9;  Eff.  Date,  4  Aug.  62;  Sup. 

Amdt.  No.  8;  Dated,  13  Sept.  53 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  JAN.  19,  1963,  OR  UPON  CONVERSION  TO  CLASS  SABH  FACILITY. 

City,  Springfield;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  Name,  Springfield;  Elev.,  1267';  Fac.  Class.,  SBRAZ;  Ident.,  8F;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  8;  Eff.  Date,  7  July  56,  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  7; 

Dated,  30  June  54 

2.  The  automatic  direction  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.100(b)  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radiate  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minlmums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  lees 

More  than 
65  knots 

TVC  VOR . 

ATM  RBn . 

Direct _ 

2200 

2200 

T-dn . 

600-1 

1000-1 

1000-1)* 

NA 

l 

600-1 

1000-1)* 

1000-2 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

TVC  LFR . 

ATM  RBn . 

Direct . . . 

C-d . 

C-n . 

A-dn . 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  era,  200°  Outbnd,  020°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles  of  ATM  RBn. 

Minimum  altitude  over  RBn  on  final  approach  ers,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  014°— 0.3  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.3  mile  after  passing  ATM  RBn,  climb  to  2200'  on 
020°  crs  and  return  to  ATM  RBn. 

*  Notes:  No  weather  available.  ATM  RBn  operated  by  Antrim  County,  Mich. 

Caution:  Airport  situated  in  hilly  terrain.  Rapid  rising  hills  to  1100'  start  1  mile  west  of  airport 

City,  Bellaire;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Antrim  County;  Efev.,  614';  Fac.  Class.,  HW;  Ident.,  ATM;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


Peahndy  FM  nr  lO-tnilA  TIME  Fix  . . 

OS  LMM  (Final) . 

Direct _ 

1800 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)* 

Revere  Int#  or  5-mile  DME  Fix _  _ 

08  T. MM  (Final)  .  . 

Direct  .  .  _ 

800 

C-dn*— . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1)* 

S-dn-22L _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  NA.  Radar  vectors  to  final  approach  course  at  Peabody  FM  required.  If  radar  inoperative,  procedure  N A. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Peabody  FM  (or  10-mue  DME  Fix).on  final  approach  crs,  1800';  over  Revere  Int#  (or  5-mile  DME  Fix)  on  final  approach  crs,  800'. 

Crs  and  distance.  Peabody  FM  (or  10-mile  DME  Fix)  to  airport,  215° — 10  mi;  Revere  Int#  (or  5-mile  DME  Fix)  to  airport,  215 —5.0  ml. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minirmims  or  iflanding  not  accomplished  within  3.0  miles  after  passing  Revere  Int#  (or  upon  reach¬ 
ing  the  2-mile  DME  Fix  or  passing  BS  LFR)  on  final  approach,  climb  to  2000'  to  the  BO  LOM,  hold  southwest,  035°  brag,  inbnd,  1-minute  patterns,  right  turn. 

Caution:  505'  building  1.8  miles  W  of  airport.  370'  stack  1.1  miles  SW  of  airport. 

Notes:  1.  If  Revere  Int#  (6-mile  DME  Fix)  not  received,  maintain  800'.  2.  VHF  equipment  and/or  TACAN/DME  equipment  required. 

•800'  ceiling  required  when  circling  west  of  airport. 

#Revere  Int:  Int  E  crs  Bedford  localizer  and  035°  brag  from  OS. 

City,  Boston;  State,  Mass.;  Airport  Name,  Logan  International;  Elev.,  19';  Fac.  Class.,  LMM;  Ident.,  OS;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No. 

Orig.;  Dated,  5  Jan.  63 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 

65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

CV  RBn  . . . . 

1500 

T-dn  . 

300-1 

C-dn... . 

A-dn . 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  084°  Outbnd,  264°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  900'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  263°— 2.3  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.3  miles  after  passing  C  V  RBn,  climb  to  1500',  turn 
right  and  return  direct  to  CV  RBn. 

Note:  Air  carrier  use  of  airport  NA. 

City,  Crestview;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Crestview;  Elev.,  274';  Fac.  Class.,  SABH;  Ident.,  CV;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


DAB-VOR . 

LOM . 

Direct _ _ 

1500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-3$' 
500-1  ft 
400-1 

Barber ville  Int _ 

LOM . 

Direct . . 

1500 

C-dn .  _ 

400-1 

500-1 

Lake  Helen  Int _ 

LOM . 

Direct _ _ 

1500 

400-1 

400-1 

LOM . 

Direct. . . 

1500 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

LOM  (Final) . 

Direct . . 

1500 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  245°  Outbnd,  065°  Inbnd,  1400'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  065° — 5.0  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.0  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  1500'  on  course 
of  065°,  make  left  turn,  proceed  to  Daytona  Beach  VOR  via  R-140  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  turn,  climb  to  1500'  and  return  direct  to  LOM. 

City,  Daytona  Beach;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Daytona  Beach  Municipal;  Elev.,  34';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  DA;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  4;  Efl.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup. 

Amdt.  No.  3;  Dated,  3  Nov.  62 


Rio  RBn _ _ _ _ 

ELP  RBn* . 

Direct _ _ 

5500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-34 

500-134 

400-1 

El  Paso  VOR . . 

ELP  RBn . 

Direct. _ _ 

5000 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

Clint  RBn . 

ELP  RBn . 

Direct _ _ 

5500 

S-dn-26 . 

400-1 

400-1 

Newman  VOR _ 

ELP  RBn . 

Direct . . 

5500 

A  dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns  and  procedures. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  078°  Outbnd,  258°  Inbnd,  6500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  5000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  258°— 3.2  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.2  miles  after  passing  ELP  RBn,  turn  left  to  090°, 
climb  to  6000',  intercept  and  proceed  SE  on  120°  crs  from  RBn  within  20  miles. 

'Maintain  7000'  until  5  miles  west  of  Rio  RBn.  If  Rio  RBn  not  identified,  maintain  8000'  to  El  Paso  SABH. 


City,  El  Paso;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  El  Paso  International;  Elev.,  3956';  Fac.  Class.,  SABH;  Ident.,  ELP;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt. 

No.  Orig.;  Dated,  14  July  62 


DHN  VOR . 

OZ  T.OM 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

OZR  VOR . 

OZ  LOM  _ 

Direct _ _ 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

ETP  RBn . 

OZiiOM . 

Direct _ _ 

■ 

S-dn-6 . 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

200-J4 

500-134 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  238°  Outbnd,  058°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles.  Nonstandard  due  to  airway  south. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  058°— 5.8  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.8  miles  after  passing  LOM,  turn  left,  climb  to 
2000'  and  proceed  direct  to  ETP  BRn  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left  and  return  to  OZ  LOM  at  2000'. 

Notes:  Teardrop  procedure  turn  authorized,  same  altitude  utilizing  track  of  256°  Outbnd,  068°  Inbnd.  Authorized  for  military  use  only  except  by  prior  arrangement . 

City,  Fort  Rucker;  State,  Ala.;  Airport  Name,  Cairns  AAF;  Elev.,  305';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  OZ;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  4;  Efl.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  3; 

Dated,  22  Oct.  60 


AZO-VOR . 

AZ  LOM . 

Direct . . 

2500 

T-dn. . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-14 

BTL-VOR. . 

A7.  T.OM 

Direct . . 

2500 

C-dn _ 

400-1 

500-1 

500-134 

Centerville  Int  ... 

Via  BTL  R-218... 

2500 

400-1 

400-1 

400-l' " 

Barton  Int* _  _  .  _ 

AZ  T.OM  (Final) 

Direct  _ 

2400 

A-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA  ■ 

ELX-VOR . 

AZ  LOM.'. _ ’ . 

Via  ELX  R-090... 

2600 

Cooper  Int.  .  _  .  .  _. 

A  Z  T.OM  _ 

Direct.. . . 

2500 

Hickory  Int _ _ _ ... 

AZO-VOR . 

'  Direct _ 

2500 

Grand  Rapids  LOM . 

AZO  VOR . 

Direct . 

2900 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  172°  Outbnd,  352°  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  352°— 5.8  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.8  miles  after  passing  AZ  LOM,  climb  to  2700',  turn 
left  and  return  to  AZ  LOM  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2700',  turn  left  and  proceed  to  Cooper  Int  via  AZO-VOR  R-321. 

•Barton  Int:  Int  bmg  172°  from  AZ  LOM  and  BTL  R-218. 

1800-2  minimums  authorized  when  AZO  tower  operational  or  for  air  carrier  with  weather  reporting  service. 

City,  Kalamazoo;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Kalamazoo  Municipal;  Elev.,  874';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  AZ;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Efl.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  JAN.  19,  1963. 

City,  Oakland;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Dame.  Metropolitan  Oakland  International;  Elev.,  5';  Fac.  Class.,  SABH;  Ident.,  O  AK;Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  1;  Efl.  Date.  8  Sept.  62; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  14  Apr.  62 


Thursday ,  January  10,  1963 
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ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 

65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

OAK  SABH . . 

Fremont  FM/RBn . . . .. 

4000 

4000 

1700 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-H 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 

OAK  VOR . . . 

Fremont  FM/RBn _ _ 

C-dn  . 

Fremont  FM/RBn . . 

LOM  (Final) . 

8-dn-29 _ 

A-dn . 

Radar  transition  and  vectoring  authorized  using  Oakland  Radar  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 
Procedure  turn  NA.  All  maneuvering  and  descent  to  4000'  shall  be  accomplished  in  the  Fremont  FM/, 


Bn  holding  pattern,  110°  Outbnd,  290°  Inbnd,  1-minute  pattern, 

right  turns. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  ers,  1700'.  1 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  283°— 5.2  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.2  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  straight  ahead 
to  1000',  heading  293°,  then  make  a  right  climbing  turn,  continuing  climb  to  2500'  in  a  l -minute  right  turn  holding  pattern  SE  of  LOM,  110°  Outbnd,  290°  Inbnd. 

City,  Oakland;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Metropolitan  Oakland  International;  Elev.,  5';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  IN;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  Orlg.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


SZI  RBn . 

SEA-VOR . 

SJ-LFR . 

Puyallup  Int* _ _ 

TM-LFR . 

Burton  Int . 


LOM . 

LOM . 

LOM . 

LOM  (Final) 

LOM . 

LOM . . 


Direct 

Direct 

Direct 

Direct 

Direct 

Direct 


2000 

2000 

2000 

1700 

2000 

2000 


T-dn._, 

C-dn... 

S-dn-34 

A-dn... 


300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 


300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 


2004* 

600-14 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  Seattle-Tacoma  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  158°  Outbnd,  338°  Inbnd,  2000' within  10  miles.  N  A  beyond  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1700'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  338° — 4.0  mi.  ' 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  iflanding  not  accomplished  within  4.0  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2000'  direct  to 
Park  RBn.  Continue  climb  on  crs  338°  Outbnd,  158°  Inbnd,  within  10  miles  of  Park  RBn  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-225  SEA-VOR  within 
15  miles. 

Caution;  Terrain  and  trees  to  591'  MSL  located  immediately  N  and  NE  of  airport. 

•Transition  to  Puyallup  Int  authorized  from  TM  LFR  on  020°  crs,  2000'. 

City,  Seattle;  State,  Wash.;  Airport  Name,  Seattle-Tacoma  International;  Elev.,  428';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  SE;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  21;  Efl.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup. 

Amdt.  No.  20;  Dated,  29  Dec.  62 


GTN-RBn . 

Direct _ 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

GTN-RBn . 

Direct _ 

C-dn . 

900-1 

900-1 

900-iH 

ADW  LFR . 

Direct _ 

8-dn-lS,  18 

900-1 

900-1 

900-1  ‘ 

ADW  LFR  . 

GTN  RBn . 

Direct _ 

A-dn... _ 

1000-2 

1000-2 

1000-2 

DA  LFR . 

Direct _ 

2000 

DA  LFR  . . . 

GTN  RBn 

2000 

• 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  324°  Outbnd,  144°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  144° — 5.6  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.6  miles  after  passing  Oeorgetown  MH  W,  climb  to 
1000'  on  crs  of  144°,  make  a  right  turn  and  proceed  to  DA-LFR  at  1800  . 

City,  Washington;  State,  D.C.;  Airport  Name,  National;  Elev.,  16';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  QTN;  Procedure  No.  3,  Amdt.  9;  Efl.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  8; 

Dated,  20  Sept.  62 

3.  The  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed*in  §  609.100(c)  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  Is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


'  Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

'  t 

From—, 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-englne  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Daytona  Beach  LOM . . 

DAB-VOR . 

1500 

T-dn 

300-1 

700-1 

800-2 

300-1 

700-1 

800-2 

200-4 

700-14 

800-2 

C-dn . 

A-dn . 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  336°  Outbnd,  156*  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1500'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  156°— 7.4  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  U  landing  not  accomplished  within  7.4  miles  after  passing  VOR,  climb  to  1500'  on 
R-156  within  13  miles. 

City,  Daytona  Beach;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Daytona  Beach  Municipal;  Elev.,  34';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  DAB;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  17  Mar.  62 
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VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 

65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

El  Paso  RBn _ _ _ . 

ELP  VOR . 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-W 

500-1*$ 

400-1 

800-2 

Rio  RBn/Int _ 

ELP  VOR  (Final!*  . . ... 

Direct.. . . 

C-dn . 

Newman  VOR . . 

ELP  VOR . _ . 

Direct _ 

S-dn-26 . 

Giffen  Int# _ _ _ _ 

ELP  VOR  (Final) . 

Direct _ 

A-dn . . 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  ELP  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  081°  Outbnd,  281°  Inbnd,  6500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final* approach  crs,  5000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  257°— 3.8  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  ELP-VOR,  turn  left,  climb  to 
6500'  on  R-150  within  20  miles. 

’Maintain  7000'  until  5  miles  W  of  Rio  RBn/Int.  If  Pio  RBn/Int  not  received,  maintain  8000'  until  over  ELP-VOR. 

IGiffen  Int:  Int  ELP-VOR  R-081,  CNT  R-353  and  J*WM  R-134. 

City,  El  Paso;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  International  Elev.,  3956';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  ELP;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  14;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  13;  Dated,  25  Aug.  62 


P VW-VOR . . . 

Direct  _ 

5000 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

P VW-VOR.  . . 

Direct  _ 

5000 

C-dn  . 

600-1 

600-1 

6oo-i*$ 

8-dn-04 . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1  ' 

♦ 

A-dn . I 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  206°  Outbnd,  026°  Inbnd,  5000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  5000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  026°— 6.0  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.0  miles  after  passing  P  VW-VOR,  climb  straight 
ahead  on  R-026  to  50007  within  20  miles. 

Caution:  125'  grain  storage  tanks  located  on  south  boundary  of  airport. 

City,  Plainview;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  Hale  County;  Elev.,  3372';  Fac.  Class.,  VOR:  Ident.,  PVW;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No. 

Orig.;  Dated,  1  Dec.  62 


JOT-VOR... 

API-VOR... 

Elgin  Int _ 

Acorn  Int.... 
Hinckley  Int. 
Malta  Int..— 


DPA-VOR . 

Direct _ _ 

2500 

2500 

DPA-VOR . 

Direct . . . 

DPA-VOR . 

Direct  . . 

2500 

DPA-VOR . 

2500 

DPA-VOR . 

Direct . 

2500 

DPA-VOR . 

Direct  . 

2500 

T-dn 

C-d.. 

C-n- 

A-dn 


300-1 

600-1 

500-1 

NA 


300-1 

600-1 

500-1H 

NA 


300-1 

500-1^ 

m-V/i 

NA 


Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  course  authorized  by  Chicago  Center  Radar. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  249°  Outbnd,  069°  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  069°— 4.3  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.3  miles  after  passing  DPA-VOR,  make  left  turn 
climb  to  2600'  and  return  to  VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  left  turn,  climb  to  2500',  proceed  on  340°  crs  until  Intercepting  ORD-VOR  R-267  and  proceed  to  Malta 
Int  via  ORD  R-267. 

Notes:  Aircraft  will  be  released  for  final  approach  inbound  on  final  approach  course  3  miles  from  VOR  to  contact  DuPage  Tower.  Radar  altitudes  are  2900'  within  20 
miles  of  DPA-VOR;  2500'  within  10  miles  of  DPA-VOR.  No  weather  service — obtain  O’Hare  or  Midway  weather  prior  to  beginning  approach.  Aircraft  executing  missed 
approach  may,  after  being  reidentified,  be  radar  controlled. 

City,  West  Chicago;  State,  Ill.;  Airport  Name,  DuPage  County;  Elev.,  758';  Fac.  Class..  BVOR;  Ident.,  DPA;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt. 

No.  Orig.;  Dated,  23  June  62 

4.  The  terminal  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (TerVOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.200  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Terminal  VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  aooordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From — 

To— 

Course  and 
distance  .* 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65knot8 

T-dn . 

Hi 

300-1 

800-1 

800-2 

200-  yt 
800-1*4 
800-2 

C-dn... . 

A-dn . 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  261°  Outbnd,  081°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1000'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile,  turn  right,  climb  to  1700'  on  R-250  within 
10  miles  of  ALI  VOR. 

Caution:  671'  radio  tower  5.5  miles  WNW  on  crs  272°,  and  680i  tower  5.5  miles  on  crs  318°  from  airport. 

Note:  AH  LFR  and  “Z”  marker  decommissioned. 

City,  Alice;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  Jim  Wells  County  Municipal;  Elev.,  178';  Fac.  Class.,  M-BVOR;  Ident.,  ALI;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR  (R-261),  Amdt.  4;  Eff.  Date, 

19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  3;  Dated,  5  Jan.  53 


Thursday ,  January  10,  1963 
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Terminal  VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmnms 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 

65  knots 

From— 

To— 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66knot8 

IDL  VOR  R-141. . . 

Via  radar 

2600 

T-dn . 

300-1 

200-)$ 

700-1)$ 

800-2 

IDL  VOR  R-141 . 

vectors.* 

Via  radar 

2600 

C-dn . 

A-dn 

700-1 

800-2 

700-1 

800-2 

Bonnie  VHF  Inti. . 

IDL  VOR  (Final) . 

vectors.* 

Via  R-141 . 

700 

Terminal  area  radar  transition  altitudes  from  R-030  clockwise  through  R-210  of  IDL  VOR  1,600  feet  within  20  miles,  2,600  feet  within  26  miles. 

Procedure  turn  NA.  Radar  vectors  to  final  approach  crs  required  final  approach  radial  141. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  700'. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakoff  point  to  approach  end  of  R-31L,  312°— 1.0  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  IDL  VOR,  make  left  climbing  turn  to  2000' 
on  190°  radial  of  IDL  VOR  to  Sandy  Hook  Int.  Hold  south  of  Sandy  Hook  Int  right  turns  1  minute  010°  Inbnd. 

Air  Carrier  Note:  Sliding  stale  not  authorized. 

*  Radar  vectors  to  Final  approach  course  will  intercept  Final  approach  radial  southeast  of  the  Final  approach  fix. 

IBonnie  VHF  Int:  Int  DPK-VOR  R-237  and  IDL-VOR  R-141  and/or  216°  bmg  from  Lido  RBn  and  IDL-VOR  R-141. 

City,  New  York;  State,  N.Y.;  Airport  Name,  International;  Elev.,  12';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  IDL;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR  R-141,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  6  Jan.  63 


DCA-VOR . . . . 

Direct . . 

2000 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-)$ 

700-1)$ 

600-1 

DOA-VOR... . . . . . . 

Direct _ _  _ 

2000 

O-dn _ 

700-1 

700-1 

DOA-VOR.... .  . . . 

Direct _ _ 

2000 

8-dn-15 . . 

600-1 

600-1 

DOA-VOR . . . 

Direct . . ... 

2000 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side,  320°  Outbnd,  140°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles  of  Georgetown  MHW. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Roelyn  Int*  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'.  Descend  to  landing  minimums  after  passing  Roslyn  Int*  on  crs  140°. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakoff  point  to  approach  end  Runway  16, 140*— 0.6  mi;  Roslyn  Int*  to  breakoff  point,  140°— 6.0  ml. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile,  climb  to  1000'  on  crs  140°,  make  a  right  turn 
and  proceed  to  Washington  LFR  at  1600'  climbing  to  1800'. 

Caution:  Washington  Monument,  696'  msl  1.6  miles  north  of  airport. 

Note:  Pilots  using  this  procedure  shall  monitor  DCA  VOR  for  radar  advisories  when  weather  conditions  are  below  circling  minimums. 

♦Roslyn  Int:  Int  050°  bearing  GTN  RBn  and  R-320  DOA-VOR. 

City,  Washington;  State,  D.C.;  Airport  Name,  Washington  National;  Elev.,  16';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  GTN;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-15,  Arndt.  8;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  7;  Dated,  10  Nov.  62 

5.  The  very  high  frequency  omnirange-distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR/DME)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.300 
are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

VOR-DME  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  witb  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

15-mile  fix  R-259 . . . . . . 

8-mile  fix  R-269 _ 

Direct _ 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

iiii 

2004$ 

600-1)$ 

400-1 

800-2 

8-mile  fix  R-259... _ _ 

ELP  VOR. _ _ _ _ 

Direct . . 

C-dn _ _ 

10-mile  fix  R-081 . . . . 

7-mile  fix  R-081  (Giffen  Int).. . . 

Direct _ 

S-dn-26 . . 

7-mile  fix  R-081 . . 

ELP  VOR _ _ _ _ _ 

Direct _ 

A-dn . . . 

When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  10  miles  between  radials  325  clockwise  to  200  at  5600'  to  position  aircraft  for  final  approach  with  the  elimination  of 
a  procedure  turn. 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  El  Paso  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  081°  Outbnd,  261°  Inbnd,  6600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  6000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  257°— 3.8  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  3.8-mile  DME  fix  on  R-267,  turn  left  to  heading  of  126°, 
limb  to  6600'  on  ELP  VOR  R-150  within  20  miles. 


City,  El  Paso;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  International;  Elev.,  3956';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  ELP;  Procedure  No.  VOR-DME  No.  1,  Amdt.  8;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  7;  Dated,  20  Oct.  62 


15-mile  DME  fix,  R-329 _ _ _  .. 

10-mile  DME  fix,  R-329 . .  _ 

Direct _ 

T-dn . . . 

300-1 

300-1 

2004$ 

10-mile  DME  fix,  R-329 _ 

0-mile  DME  fix,  R-329 _ _ 

Direct... . 

O-dn . . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1)$ 

0-mile  DME  fix,  R-158 _ _ 

2.9-mile  DME  fix,  R-158 _ 

Direct . . 

8-dn-16R _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1'  " 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  utilizing  Salt  Lake  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  329°  Outbnd,  149°  Inbnd,  6600'  within  10  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  2.0-mile  DME  fix  R-168,  make  a  right  dlmbing  turn,  climb 
to  9000'  on  R-248  SLC-VOR  within  20  miles. 

SLC  VOR  within  20  miles. 

Note:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  15  miles,  from  the  248°  radial  clockwise  to  the  329°  radial  at  9000'  to  position  aircraft  for  final  approach,  with  the 
elimination  of  prpcedure  turn. 

Caution:  6000'  terrain  3  miles  E  of  VOR.  4541'  radio  tower  3  miles  SE  of  VOR. 

Other  changes:  Deletes  reference  to  Runway  16L. 

*1500-2  required  for  takeoff  Runway  7. 

City,  Salt  Lake  City;  State,  Utah;  Airport  Name,  Salt  Lake  City  Municipal  No.  1;  Elev.,  4226';  Fac.  Class.  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SLC;  Procedure  No.  VOR-DME  1,  Amdt.  1; 

Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  3  Nov.  62 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

YOR-DMB  Standard  instrument  Aft  roach  Procedure — Continued 


Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  minimum 

s 

From — 

To- 

Course  and 
distanoe 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

10-mile  DME  fix,  R-329 . 

Direct. . 

6500 

T-dn* _ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-14 

0-mile  DME  fix,  R-329  . . 

Direct . . 

4900 

C-dn . . 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1)1 

3  6-mile  DM F  "x,  *-««  ---- 

Direct— . 

4600 

S-dn-16L . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  utilizing  Salt  Lake  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  era,  *28®  Outbnd,  149®  Inbod,  6500'  within  M)  miles.  ,  ,  „  „  x  t  „  . 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  3.6-mile  DM  E  fix  R-149,  make  a  right  climbing. turn,  climb 

to  9000' on  R-248  SLC-VOR  within  20  miles.  _ _  .  .  .  .  .  . '  .  ..  . 

Note:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  15  miles  from  R-248  clockwise  to  R-329  at  9000'  to  position  aircraft  for  final  approach  with  the  elimination  of 
procedure  turn. 

Caution:  5000'  terrain  3  miles  east  of  VOR.  4541'  radio  tower  3  miles  SE  of  VOR. 

*1500-2  required  for  takeoff  Runway  7. 

City.  Salt  Lake  City:  State,  Utah;  Airport  Name,  Salt  Lake  City  Municipal  No.  1;  Elev.,  4226':  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SLC;  Procedure  No.  VOR-DME  No.  3, 

Arndt.  Orig.;  Ell.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 

6.  The  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.400  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

ILS  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical 

miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles.  _ 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  It  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  pade  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 


From— 


To- 


Course  and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Ceiling  and  visibility  minlmums 


Cold  Bay  LFR_ 


CDB-LOM. 


Direct. 


1700 


2-engine  or  less 

Cohdltlon 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 

65  knots 

T-dn . . 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn -26,*  32 _ 

400-1 

500-1)4 

C— d— 8 _ 

800-2 

800-2 

C-n-8 . . 

NA 

NA 

8-dn-14** . 

300-94 

300-94 

A-dn-14,  26, 
and  32  (Loc. 

.  600-2 

600-2 

and  3  comp.). 

A-dn-14,  26, 

1000-2 

1000-2 

and  32  (with- 

out  Loc.  and 

3  comp.). 

A-dn-8 . 

800-2 

800-2 

More  than 
2-engme, 
more  than 
66  knots 


200-H 

600-1)4 

800-2 

NA 

300-94 

600-2 


1000-2 


800-2 


Procedure  turn  E  side  of  ers,  321°  Outbnd,  141°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles.  Nonstandard  due  to  terrain  1700'  8.8  miles  W  of  crs. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Outer  Marker  inbnd,  700'. 

No  glide  slope.  Distance  to  approach  end  of  runwray  at  OM,  4.8  miles;  at  MM,  0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.8  miles  after  passing  OM,  turn  left,  climb  to  3000'  on 
N  crs  of  IL8  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  3000'  on  N  crs  Cold  Bay  LFR. 

•Caution:  Circling  to  Runways  26  and  32  will  be  accomplished  east  of  airport.  Mt.  Simon  11004  feet  2.4  miles  west  of  airport. 

••Descent  below  600'  on  final  approach  NA  until  past  CO  LFR;  if  CO  LFR  not  received,  further  descent  NA. 

City,  Cold  Bay;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  Name,  Cold  Bay;  Elev.,  94';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS:  Ident.,  I-CDB;  Procedure  No.  ILS-14,  Amdt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1; 

Dated,  25  Aug.  62 


DAB-VOR . 

LOM . 

1500 

1500 

1500 

1500 

1500 

T-dn  . 

300-1 
400-1 
200- W 
600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

200-94 

600-2 

Barberville  Int _ 

LOM . . . 

C-dn  . 

Lake  Helen  Int _ 

LOM . . . 

S-dn-6* . 

Smyrna  Int _ 

LOM  . . _ . . . 

Woodruff  Int _ 

200- H 
600-1)4 
200-14 
000-2 


Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  245°  Outbnd,  065°  Inbnd,  1400'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  inbnd,  1400'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distanoe  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1400'— 6.0  ml;  at  MM,  230'— 0.6  ml. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1500'  on  NE  crs  ILS,  make  left  turn  and  proceed  to 
Daytona  Beach  VOR  via  the  R-140  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  1500'  on  NE  era  ILS,  make  right  turn  and  proceed  direct  to  LOM. 

•400-94  required  with  glide  slope  Inoperative. 

City,  Daytona  Beach;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Municipal;  Elev„  34';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-DAB;  Procedure  No.  ILS-6,  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63  or  upon  com* 

pletion  of  AL8;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  3  Nov.  62 


AZO-VOR _ 

BTL-VOR . . 

Centerville  Int . 

Barton  Int* _ 

ELX  VOR . 

Cooper  Int _ 

Hickory  Int _ 

Grand  Rapids  LOM 


AZ  LOM . . 

AZ  LOM . 

Barton  Int* . . 

AZ  LOM  (Final). 

AZ  LOM _ 

AZ  LOM . . 

AZO  VOR _ 

AZO  VOR . . 


Direct . 

Direct . 

Via  BTL  R-218. 

Direct . 

Via  ELX  R-099. 

Direct _ _ _ 

Direct . 

Direct . 


2500 
•  2500 
2500 
2400 
2600 
2500 
2500 
2900 


T-dn . 

C-dn . 

S-dn-35 _ 

A -dll# - 


300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

400-1 

600-1 

600-194 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  172°  Outbnd,  352°  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  OM  to  airport,  353°— 5.8  mi;  MM  to  airport,  353°— 0.5  mi. 

No  glide  slope. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minlmums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.8  miles  after  passing  AZ  LOM.  climb  to  2700'.  proceed 
to  Cooper  int  via  AZO-VOR  R-821  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2700',  turn  left  and  return  to  AZ  LOM. 

•Barton  Int:  Int  AZO  IL8  S  crs  and  BTL  R-218. 

#800-2  minlmums  authorized  when  AZO  tower  reporting  weather  or  for  air  carrier  with  weather  reporting  service.  800-2  authorized  when  tower  reporting  weather  and 
approach  lights  operating. 

City,  Kalamazoo;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Kalamazoo  Municipal;  Elev.,  874';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident..  I-AZO;  Procedure  No.  ILS-35,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


Thursday ,  January  10,  1963 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Transition 

Celling  and  visibility  minimums 

From — 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 

65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

AZO-VOR . 

Upjohn  Int*  . .  _ 

Direct . 

2500 

2500 

2000 

2500 

2500 

2600 

T-dn _  _  . 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

NA 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

NA 

200-M 

600-1M 

400-1 

NA 

Cooper  Int . . . . 

Upjohn  Int* . 

Via  BTL  R-274.. 
Direct . . 

O-dn . 

Prince  Int## _ _ _ 

Upjohn  Int*  (Final) . . . 

fi-dn-17 

BTL-VOR . 

Upjohn  Int*.. _ 

Via  BTL  R-274.. 
Direct . . 

A-dn#  _  __ 

AZ  LOM . 

Upjohn  Int* _ _ 

Centerville  Int _ . _ _ - 

AZO-VOR . 

Direct . . 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  352°  Outbnd,  172°  Inbnd,  2600'  within  10  miles  of  Upjohn  Int.* 

Minimum  altitude  over  Upjohn  Int*  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Upjohn  Int*  to  airport,  172°— 3.8  mi. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  Upjohn  Int,*  climb  to  2700' 
and  proceed  to  AZ  LOM  via  south  crs  AZO  ILS  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  turn,  climb  to  2700'  and  proceed  to  Cooper  Int  via  AZO  R-321. 

Notes:  Back  course  approach.  No  glide  slope.  No  approach  lights. 

•Upjohn  Int:  Int  N  crs  AZO  ILS  and  BTL  R-270. 

#800-2  minimums  authorized  when  tower  operating  or  for  air  carrier  with  weather  reporting  service. 

##Prince  Int:  Int  N  crs  AZO  ILS  and  BTL  R-280. 


City,  Kalamazoo;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Kalamazoo  Municipal;  Elev.,  874';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-AZO;  Procedure  No.  ILS-17,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


MAT7-VOR  _  _ 

Octane  Int#. . 

Direct . . . 

4500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

•200-M 

600-1M 

400-1 

MAF  LOM . 

Octane  Int#... . . . 

Direct _ 

4500 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

Octane  Int# . 

Direct... . 

4000 

S-dn-28 _ 

400-1 

400-1 

By  Pass  Int _ 

Derrick  Int _ _ _ _ 

Direct _ 

4500 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Johnson  Int.. _ _ _ _ _ 

Derrick  Int. _ _ _ 

Direct _ 

4500 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  103°  Outbnd,  283°  Inbnd,  4600'  within  10  miles  of  Octane  Int. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Octane  Int#  on  final  approach  era,  4000'. 

Cre  and  distance,  Octane  Int#  to  airport,  283°— 3.6  mi. 

No  glide  slope— back  course  procedure. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.6  miles  after  passing  Octane  Int,#  climb  to  4600' 
on  MAF  ILS  W  era  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  climb  to  4500'  on  MAF  VOR  R-190  within  20  miles. 

*300-1  required  for  takeoff  16L-34R. 

#Octane  Int:  lilt  MAF  ILS  E  crs  and  MAF  VOR  R-140. 

City,  Midland;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  Midland  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  2867';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-MAF;  Procedure  No.  ILS-28,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


7.  The  radar  procedures  prescribed  in  §  609.500  are  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Radar  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet,  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  a  radar  instrument  approach  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  is  conducted 
in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specified 
routes.  Minimum  altitude(s)  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  with  the  radar  controller.  From  initial  oontact  with  radar  to  final  authorized  landing  minimums,  the  instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when 
(A)  visual  oontact  is  established  on  final  approach  at  or  before  descent  to  the  authorized  landing  minimums,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  disoontinae 
the  approach,  except  when  the  radar  controller  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final  approach,  a  missed  approach  shall  be  executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication 
on  final  approach  is  lost  for  more  than  6  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  for  more  than  30  seoonds  during  a  surveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radar  controller; 
(C)  visual  contact  is  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums;  or  (D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished. 


Transition 


From— 

To— 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

040* . 

360° . 

Within: 

2300 

2300 

3700 

000* . 

040° . 

000* . 

040° . 

7-15  miles. _ 

Ceiling  and  Visibility  minimums 


Condition 


2-engine  or  less 


65knot8 
or  less 


More  than 
66  knots 


More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 


Precision  approach 


T-dn... 

C-dn... 

S-dn-33 

8-dn-16 

A-dn... 


300-1 

700-2 

200-M 

300-1 

800-2 


300-1 

700-2 

200-MI 

300-1 

800-2 


200-M 

700-2 

200-M 

300-1 

800-2' 


If  visual  oontact  not  established  upon  desoent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished— Runway  15:  Make  right  climbing  turn  and  climb  to  2300'. 
Hold  NE  on  R-078  BQR-VOR,  1-minute  left  turns.  Runway  33:  Climb  straight  ahead  to  BQR-VOR  to  2300'.  Hold  NE  on  R-078  BOR- VOR,  1-minute  left  turns. 
Caution:  Radio  towers  632'  located  IH  miles  NE  of  airport,  and  400'  located  3  miles  8E  of  airport. 

City,  Bangor;  State,  Maine;  Airport  Name,  Dow  AFB;  Elev.,  192';  Fac.  Class.,  Dow  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63 


Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  altitudes 
and  azimuth  measured  clockwise 
around  radar  antenna  site: 

335° . 

905° 

Within: 

6000 

5500 

7000 

335° . 

205° . . . 

335° . . . 

205°. 

Surveillance  approach 


T-dn . 

C-dn . 

S-dn-22, 26 
A-dn. . 


300-1 

300-1 

400-1 

500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 

200-M 

500-1M 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar  control  must  provide  1000'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-mile  radius  or  600'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-5  mile  (inclusive)  radius  of  radio  towers  4267'  3-5  miles  NW, 
hill  5067'  13  miles  NE,  hill  4651'  9.5  miles  E,  and  hill  6717'  22  miles  NE. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  turn  left  to  090°,  climb  to  6000'  on  ELP  VOR  R-120  within 
20  miles. 

City,  El  Paso;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  International;  Elev.,  3956';  Fac.  Class.,  El  Paso  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  1;  Dated, 

19  Mar.  60 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Radas  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 


Transition 


From — 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

- 

HMHHK 

Within: 

Surveillance  approach 

All  quadrants _  _ 

10  miles _ _ _ 

1106 

16  miles _ 

1400 

T-dn-13  and  31.  i 

|  300-1  | 

1  na  I 

NA 

All  quadrants 

20  miles _ 

2100 

C-dn-13  and  3i.j 

600-1 

NA 

NA 

All  quadrants  _  _  ..  .  ... 

26  miles _ 

2100 

A-dn-13  and  31.  | 

1000-1 

NA 

NA 

Precision  approach** 

C-dn-13 . 

400-1 

NA 

NA 

1  1 

S-dn-13 . 

300-1 

NA 

NA 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnimums 


If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  or  lost  communications,  make  left  climbing  turn  to  a  heading 
of  360°  to  intercept  R-322  Norfolk  VOR,  maintain  1500'.  Proceed  outbound  on  R-322  of  Norfolk  VOR  to  the  Williamsburg  Int.  Hold  southeast  1-minute  pattern  right  turns 
Contact  Norfolk  Center  for  further  instructions. 

Note:  Authorized  for  military  use  only  except  by  prior  arrangement. 

•Williamsburg  Int:  Int  R-322  ORF-VOR  and  R-094  HPW-VOR. 

••Primary  approach  is  circling  ASR.  PAR  approach  will  be  made  only  when  traffic  permits  and/or  weather  is  below  ASR  mlnimums. 

City,  Ft.  Eustis;  State,  Va.;  Airport  Name,  Felker  U.8.  AAF;  Elev.,  10*;  Fae.  Class.,  Ft.  Eustts  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  Orig. 

Dated,  17  June  61 


AH  sectors . .. 


Radar  site _ 


Within  20  miles... 


3000 


T-dn-04,  18,  36, 
22. 


Precision  approach 
300-1  |  300-1  |  300-1 

Surveillance  approach 


T-dn-04, 18, 
and  36. 
T-dn-22 _ 


300-1  I  300-1 

300-1  I  300-1  i 

Precision  and  surveillance  approach 


300-1 

20O-H 


C-d* _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

C-n*... . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

8-d-04,  22. . 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

8— 11-04 _ 

400-2 

400-2 

400-2 

S-n-22 . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

A-dn. . 

1600-3 

1600-3 

1500-3 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished— Runway  4:  Turn  right  and  climb  to  2800'  on  050°  crs  FRI 
“H”  within  16  miles.  Runway  22:  Turn  left  and  climb  to  2800'  on  060°  crs  FRI  “H”  within  16  miles. 

Notes:  Military  authority  required.  Procedure  not  authorized  for  civil  use.  Restricted  area  R-197  adjacent  to  airfield  northwest.  Small  arms  firing  ranges  2.4  miles  north 
of  airfield. 

•Circling  approaches  will  be  made  east  of  the  airfield. 

City.  Fort  Riley;  State,  Kans.;  Airport  Name,  Marshall  U.8.  AAF;  Elev.,  1062';  Fac.  Class..  Marshall  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  19  Jan.  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No. 

Orig.;  Dated,  12  Sept.  59 

These  procedures  shall  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

(Secs.  313(a),  307(c),  72  Stat.  752,  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1354(a),  1348(C)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  December  17, 1962. 

G.  S.  Moore, 

Acting  Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-245;  Filed,  Jan.  9, 1963;  8:49  am.] 


Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  C— 289] 

PART  1 3 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

C-E—l— R,  Inc. 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  S  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  Subpart — Misrepre¬ 
senting  oneself  and  goods — Business 
status,  advantages  or  connections: 
§  13.1513  Operations  generally ;  5  13.1553 
Services.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly 
or  deceptively,  to  make  material  dis¬ 
closure:  §  13.1895  Scientific  or  other  rel¬ 
evant  facts. 

(Secs.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 


15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order, 
C— E-I— R,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C.,  Docket 
C— 289,  Dec.  28,  1962] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  company  engaged  in  the  meas¬ 
urement  of  television  audiences  and  the 
publication  and  sale  to  broadcasters  and 
advertisers  of  data  and  reports  based 
thereon,  to  cease  representing  falsely 
that  the  television  station  and  program 
“ratings”  and  audience  “totals"  com¬ 
piled  by  it — which  fail  to  disclose  the 
number  that  fail  to  cooperate  and  in¬ 
clude  hearsay  reports  and  estimates — 
are  accurate  measurements  arrived  at 
through  the  use  of  techniques  and  pro¬ 
cedures  that  are  free  from  error  other 
than 'sampling  error. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  C-E-I-R, 
Inc.,  a  corporation,  its  officers,  agents, 
representatives  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  publication,  offer¬ 


ing  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  tele¬ 
vision  or  other  audience  measurements, 
whether  in  the  form  of  reports,  data  or 
otherwise,  in  commerce  as  ‘  commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Representing  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation: 

(a)  That  its  measurements,  data  or 
reports  are  based  on  a  probability  sam¬ 
ple  unless  the  term  “probability  sample” 
is  properly  qualified  in  immediate  con¬ 
junction  therewith,  and  unless  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  a  probability  sample 
and  respondent’s  sample  is  clearly  de¬ 
scribed  in  its  reports. 

(b)  That  sampling  error  or  any  other 
single  error  is  the  only  error  to  which 
its  measurements,  data  or  reports  are 
subject. 

(c)  That  the  accuracy  or  reliability 
of  its  measurements,  data  or  reports  can 
be  fully  determined  by  the  use  of  any 
chart  or  formula  which  is  not  wholly  ap¬ 
plicable  to  such  measurements,  data  or 
reports. 
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(d)  That  any  steps  or  precautions  are 
taken  to  assure  the  proper  maintenance 
of  diaries  unless  such  steps  or  precau¬ 
tions  are  in  fact  taken. 

(e)  That  diaries  used  or  relied  upon 
by  it  reflect  or  contain  all  viewing  by 
all  members  of  a  family  as  recorded  at 
the  time  the  viewing  is  done. 

(f )  That  the  numerical  terms  in  which 
respondent’s  measurements,  data  or  re¬ 
ports  are  expressed  are  other  than 
estimates  or  that  its  techniques  and  pro¬ 
cedures  assure  that  its  measurements, 
data  or  reports  are  accurate  to  any 
precise  mathematical  value  or  definition. 

2.  Failing  to  disclose  the  statistical 
effect  of  nonresponse  unless  the  number 
or  approximate  percentage  of  a  sample 
that  refuses  or  fails  to  respond  or  co¬ 
operate  is  clearly  disclosed  in  each  report, 
together  with  a  statement  that  such  non¬ 
response  may  affect  the  accuracy  of  such 
report. 

3.  Using  data  derived  from  diaries 
without  clearly  disclosing  in  each  report 
that  the  diaries  may  have  been  main¬ 
tained  in  part  on  the  basis  of  hearsay  or 
the  estimate  of  the  diarykeeper. 

4.  Projecting  samples  to  "all”  televi¬ 
sion  homes  when  certain  of  such  homes 
have  been  excluded  from  the  universe 
without  clear  disclosure  in  its  reports 
that  such  projections  have  been  made. 

5.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
accuracy  or  reliability  of  its  measure¬ 
ments,  data  or  reports. 

6.  Using  any  technique  or  procedure 
in  making  measurements  or  compiling 
data  or  reports  that  impairs  the  accuracy 
or  reliability  of  such  measurements,  data 
or  reports  unless  the  deficiencies  or 
limitations  of  such  technique  or  proce¬ 
dure  of  which  respondent  is,  or  should 
be,  aware  are  clearly  disclosed  in  its  re¬ 
ports. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report  in  writing 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  it  has  complied  with  this 
order. 

Issued:  December  28, 1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-215;  Filed,  Jan.  9.  1963; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Docket  D.  C-290] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

A.  C.  Nielsen  Co. 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
deception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  Subpart —  Misrepre¬ 
senting  oneself  and  goods — Business 
status,  advantages  or  connections: 
§  13.1513  Operations  generally;  §  13.1553 
Services.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unf air¬ 
ly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material  dis¬ 
closure:  §  13.1895  Scientific  or  other  rel¬ 
evant  facts. 

No.  7 - 3 


(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  UJS.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 

15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  A.  C. 
Nielsen  Company,  Chicago,  Ill.,  Docket  C- 
290,  Dec.  28,  1962] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  Chicago, 
HI.,  company  engaged  in  the  measure¬ 
ment  of  radio  and  television  audiences 
and  the  publication  and  sale  to  broad¬ 
casters  and  advertisers  of  data  and  re¬ 
ports  based  thereon,  to  cease  represent¬ 
ing  falsely  that  the  radio  and  television 
station  and  program  “ratings”  and  audi¬ 
ence  "totals”  compiled  by  it  are  accurate 
measurements  arrived  at  through  the 
use  of  techniques  that  are  free  from  er¬ 
ror  other  than  sampling  error. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  in¬ 
cluding  further  order  requiring  report 
of  compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  A.  C. 
Nielsen  Co.,  a  corporation,  its  officers, 
agents,  representatives  and  employees, 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  the  pub¬ 
lication,  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  radio  or  television  audience 
measurements,  whether  in  the  form  of 
data,  reports  or  otherwise,  in  commerce, 
as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication: 

(a)  That  the  numerical  terms  in 
which  its  measurements,  data  or  reports 
are  expressed  are  other  than  estimates, 
or  otherwise  representing  that  such 
measurements,  data  or  reports  are  ac¬ 
curate  to  any  precise  mathematical  val¬ 
ues  or  definitions. 

(b)  That  all  data  obtained  from  a 
sample  that  is  made  up  of  diaries  and/or 
ballots  and  meters  are  derived  from 
sources  which  are  of  equal  statistical  re¬ 
liability. 

(c)  That  its  measurements,  data  or 
reports  are  based  upon  a  probability 
sample. 

(d)  That  sampling  error,  or  any  other 
single  error  is  the  only  error  to  which 
its  measurements,  data  or  reports  are 
subject. 

(e)  That  the  accuracy  or  reliability  of 
its  measurements,  data  or  reports  can 
be  fully  determined  by  the  use  of  any 
chart  or  formula  which  is  not  wholly  ap¬ 
plicable  to  such  measurements,  data  or 
reports. 

(f )  That  the  data  contained  in  any  re¬ 
port  are  based  upon  information  ob¬ 
tained  from  diaries  and  meters  unless 
such  diaries  and  meters  are  approxi¬ 
mately  equal  in  number  or  unless  the  ap¬ 
proximate  percentage  of  each  is  clearly 
disclosed  in  such  report. 

2.  Misrepresenting  the  size  of  its  effec¬ 
tive  sample  through  the  use  of  "Base 
Cases”  figures  or  otherwise. 

3.  Using  data  or  information  gathered 
by  it  as  a  basis  for  reports,  which  data 
or  information  is  not  reliable  due  to  the 
lapse  of  time. 

4.  Using  data  in  a  report  that  were 
derived  during  a  time  period  other  than 
the  time  period  embraced  by  said  report 
unless  the  time  period  during  which  such 
data  were  derived  is  clearly  disclosed  in 
its  reports. 

5.  Using  in  report  automobile  radio 
listening  data  that  were  obtained  from  an 


area  larger  than  the  area  covered  by  said 
report  without  clearly  disclosing  such 
fact  and  without  clearly  disclosing  when 
such  is  the  case,  that  such  automobile 
radio  listening  data  are  not  measure¬ 
ments  of  individual  station  shares  of 
automobile  radio  listening. 

6.  Publishing  radio  audience  measure¬ 
ments  without  disclosing  that  such  • 
measurements  do  not  include  portable 
and/or  transistor  radio  listening  or  tun¬ 
ing,  if  it  be  a  fact. 

7.  Using  data  derived  from  diaries 
without  clearly  disclosing  in  each  report 
that  the  diaries  may  have  been  main¬ 
tained  in  part  on  the  basis  of  hearsay  or 
the  estimate  of  the  diarykeeper. 

■  8.  Using  data  obtained  from  diaries 
disproportionately  dispersed  throughout 
the  universe,  without  clear  disclosure 
thereof. 

9.  Failing  to  disclose  the  statistical 
effect  of  nonresponse,  unless  the  number 
or  approximate  percentage  of  a  sample 
that  refuses  or  fails  to  respond  or  co¬ 
operate  is  clearly  disclosed  in  each  re¬ 
port,  together  with  a  statement  that  such 
nonresponse  may  affect  the  accuracy  of 
such  report. 

10.  Excluding  segments  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  from  the  universe,  unless  each  cate¬ 
gory  of  the  population  excluded  from 
measurement  is  clearly  disclosed  in  each 
report. 

11.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner 
the  accuracy  or  reliability  of  its  meas¬ 
urements,  data  or  reports. 

12.  Using  any  technique  or  procedure 
in  making  measurements  or  compiling 
data  or  reports  that  impairs  the  ac¬ 
curacy  or  reliability  of  such  measure¬ 
ments,  data  or  reports  unless  the  defi¬ 
ciencies  or  limitations  of  such  technique 
or  procedure  of  which  respondent  is,  or 
should  be,  aware  are  clearly  disclosed  in 
its  reports.- 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  it  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  it  has  complied 
with  this  order. 

Issued:  December  28,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[PJS.  Doc.  63-216;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  0-291] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Pulse,  Inc. 

Subpart — Furnishing  means  and  in¬ 
strumentalities  of  misrepresentation  or 
reception:  §  13.1055  Furnishing  means 
and  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception.  Subpart — Misrepre¬ 
senting  oneself  and  goods — Business 
status,  advantages  or  connections: 
§  13.1513  Operations  generally;  $13.1553 
Services.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unfair¬ 
ly,  or  deceptively,  to  make  material  dis¬ 
closure:  §  13.1895  Scientific  or  other  rel¬ 
evant  facts. 
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(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719.  as  amended; 

15  UJS.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  The 
Pulse,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-291, 
Dec.  28,  1962.] 

Consent  order  requiring  a  New  York 
City  company  engaged  in  the  measure¬ 
ment  of  radio  and  television  audiences 
and  the  publication  and  sale  to  broad¬ 
casters  and  advertisers  of  data  and  re¬ 
ports  based  thereon,  to  cease  represent¬ 
ing  falsely  that  the  radio  and ’television 
station  and  program  “ratings”  and  au¬ 
dience  “shares”  compiled  by  it  are  ac¬ 
curate  and  reliable  measurements 
arrived  at  through  the  use  of  techniques 
that  are  free  from  error  other  than 
sampling  error. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  The  Pulse,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  its  officers,  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device,  in 
connection  with  the  publication,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  radio 
or  television  audience  measurements, 
whether  in  the  form  of  data,  reports  or 
otherwise,  in  commerce  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation: 

(a)  That  such  measurements,  data  or 
reports  are  accurate  to  any  precise  math¬ 
ematical  value  or  definition. 

(b)  That  the  number  of  quarter  hour 
reports  upon  which  a  survey  is  based 
is  the  sample  size  for  any  report  or 
survey. 

(c)  That  all  of  its  measurement  data 
are  obtained  by  the  use  of  rosters. 

(d)  That  it  eliminates  inflation  of 
measurements,  by  the  use  of  a  “Time- 
Line”  technique  or  otherwise. 

(e)  That  its  interviewers  do  not  de¬ 
viate  from  a  preassigned  plan  in  con¬ 
ducting  interviews. 

(f)  That  it  uses  any  form  of  prob¬ 
ability  sample. 

(g)  That  its  sampling  method  is  ac¬ 
curate  statistically  or  otherwise. 

2.  Using  data  based  upon  general  lis¬ 
tening  or  viewing  preferences  as  opposed, 
to  actual  listening  or  viewing. 

3.  Including  “Not-At-Homes”  in  a 
sample  base  by  any  formula  not  validated 
by  research. 

4.  Crediting  listening  or  viewing  to 
“Not-At-Homes”  by  any  formula  that 
has  not  been  validated  by  research. 

5.  Adjusting  “Sets-In-Use”  or  other 
figures  unless  justification  therefor  has 
been  validated  by  adequate  research. 

6.  Using  clustered  samples  unless  such 
fact  and  the  extent  thereof  is  clearly  and 
conspicuously  disclosed  in  each  report. 

7.  Using  data  based  upon  hearsay  re¬ 
ports,  estimates  or  guesses. 

8.  Using  data  obtained  from  individ¬ 
uals  or  households  not  a  part  of  a  pre¬ 
selected  sample. 

9.  Publishing  or  selling  reports  con¬ 
taining  the  results  of  special  or  other 
surveys  wherein  the  area  surveyed  is 
defined  by  one  of  the  stations  being 
measured  or  surveyed  and  in  which  the 
resulting  audience  levels  or  ratings  of 


this  statical  and  of  competing  stations 
are  determined  by  the  signal  pattern  or 
area  of  popularity  of  the  station  defining 
the  area  to  be  surveyed,  unless  such  re¬ 
ports  are  distinguished  by  format  and 
title  from  all  regular  metro  and  county 
reports  and  the  identity  of  the  statical  or 
stations  defining  the  area  covered  by 
such  special  reports  is  prominently  dis¬ 
closed. 

10.  Using  data  obtained  by  inter¬ 
viewers  over  whom  respondent  does  not 
maintain  supervision  and  control  suffi¬ 
cient  to  assure  the  accuracy  or  reliability 
of  such  data. 

11.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
size  of  the  effective  sample  used  in  any 
measurement. 

12.  Misrepresenting  in  any  manner  the 
accuracy  or  reliability  of  its  measure¬ 
ments,  data  or  reports. 

13.  Publishing  or  selling  reports  in 
which  the  ratings  and  audience  shares 
of  two  or  more  stations  are  combined  in¬ 
to  a  single  rating  and  audience  share  and 
in  which  other  stations,  not  serving  the 
entire  area  served  by  the  combined  sta¬ 
tions,  are  listed  with  their  individual 
ratings  and  audience  shares  as  though 
they  were  competing  with  such  combina¬ 
tion  of  stations  for  the  audience  in  the 
entire  area  covered  by  said  reports. 

14.  Using  any  technique  or  procedure 
in  making  measurements  or  compiling 
data  or  reports  that  impairs  the  ac¬ 
curacy  or  reliability  of  such  measure¬ 
ments,  data  or  reports  unless  the  defi¬ 
ciencies  or  limitations  of  such  technique 
or  procedure  are  clearly  and  conspicu¬ 
ously  disclosed. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  It  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  is  has  complied 
with  this  order. 

Issued:  December  28,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-217;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  22— FOREIGN  RELATIONS 

Chapter  I — Department  of  State 

[Dept.  Reg.  108.488] 

PART  41— VISAS:  DOCUMENTATION 
OF  NONIMMIGRANTS  UNDER  THE 
IMMIGRATION  AND  NATIONALITY 
ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

PART  42— VISAS:  DOCUMENTATION 
OF  IMMIGRANTS  UNDER  THE  IM¬ 
MIGRATION  AND  NATIONALITY 
ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

PART  44— VISAS:  DOCUMENTATION 
OF  IMMIGRANTS  UNDER  SECTION 
15  OF  THE  ACT  OF  SEPTEMBER  11, 
1957,  AS  AMENDED 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Parts  41  and  42,  Chapter  I,  Title  22  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are  be¬ 


ing  amended  to  insert  a  definition  of  the 
term  “Form  FS-257”  in  order  that  it  may 
also  include  Form  FS-257a,  and  to  make 
certain  minor  amendments  of  a  techni¬ 
cal  nature.  Section  41.125(a)  is  being 
amended  to  provide  that  revalidations  of 
all  nonimmigrant  visas  must  be  obtained 
within  one  year  of  the  expiration  of  the 
original  visa  or  any  revalidation  thereof. 
In  addition,  this  section  is  being  amended 
to  extend  to  alien  crewmen  the  same 
benefits  which  are  now  available  to 
temporary  visitors  for  business  or  pleas¬ 
ure  in  that  they  may  be  granted  any 
number  of  revalidations  of  their  visas 
without  personal  appearance.  Section 
42.27  has  been  revised  to  delete  those 
paragraphs  which  related  to  legislation 
which  has  either  expired  or  has  been  re¬ 
pealed  and  to  add  an  appropriate  para¬ 
graph  relating  to  the  establishment  of 
nonquota  immigrant  status  under  the 
terms  of  recent  legislation.  Part  44  is 
being  revoked  as  it  is  based  on  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  legislation  which  has  expired. 

1.  Section  41.1  is  amended  by  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  definition: 

§  41.1  Definitions. 

•  •  *  •  .  • 

Form  FS-257.  “Form  FS-257”  (Ap¬ 
plication  for  Nonimmigrant  Visa  and 
Alien  Registration),  shall  be  considered 
to  include  Form  FS-257a. 

•  *  •  •  * 

2.  Section  41.95  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  41.95  Procedure  in  recommending 
temporary  admission  of  ineligible 
aliens. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  a  consular  officer 
may,  upon  his  own  initiative,  and  shall, 
upon  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  upon  the  request  of  the  alien, 
submit  a  report  to  the  Department  for 
possible  transmission  to  the  Attorney 
General  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  212(d)  (3)  (A)  of  the  Act  in  the 
case  of  an  alien  who  is  classifiable  as  a 
nonimmigrant  but  who  is  known  or  be¬ 
lieved  by  the  consular  officer  to  be  in¬ 
eligible  to  receive  a  nonimmigrant  visa 
under  the  provisions  of  section  212(a) 
of  the  Act,  other  than  paragraph  (27) 
or  (29) . 

(b)  A  consular  officer  may,  in  certain 
categories  defined  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  recommend  directly  to  designated 
immigration  officers  that  an  alien’s  tem¬ 
porary  admission  be  authorized  under 
the  provisions  of  section  212(d)  (3)  (A) 
of  the  Act. 

(c)  When  the  Attorney  General  au¬ 
thorizes  the  temporary  admission  of  an 
ineligible  alien  as  a  nonimmigrant  and 
the  consular  officer  is  so  informed,  the 
consular  officer  may  proceed  with  the 
issuance  of  a  nonimmigrant  visa  to  the 
alien,  subject  to  the  conditions  imposed 
by  the  Attorney  General. 

(Sec.  212,  66  Stat.  182;  8  U.S.C.  1182) 

3.  Section  41.115(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  41.115  Application  forms. 

(a)  Aliens  required  to  execute  appli¬ 
cations.  Every  alien  applying  for  a  non¬ 
immigrant  visa  shall  make  application 
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therefor  on  Form  FS-257  (Application 
for  Nonimmigrant  Visa  and  Alien  Reg¬ 
istration)  or  Form  FS-257a  (see  defi¬ 
nition  of  Form  FS-257  contained  in 
§  41.1)  unless  personal  appearance  is 
waived  and  submission  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  form  by  the  applicant  is  not  re¬ 
quired.  In  such  cases  the  application 
form  shall  be  completed  by  the  con¬ 
sular  officer  from  available  information. 
In  the  case  of  an  alien  under  16  years 
of  age,  or  one  physically  incapable  of 
making  an  application,  the  application 
may  be  made  by  the  alien’s  parent  or 
guardian,  or  if  the  alien  has  no  parent 
or  guardian,  by  any  person  having  legal 
custody  of  or  a  legitimate  interest  in 
the  alien. 

4.  Section  41.116(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  41.116  Registration  and  fingerprint¬ 
ing. 

(a)  Registration.  Form  FS-257,  when 
properly  completed,  shall  constitute  the 
alien’s  registration  record  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  section  221(b)  of  the  Act. 

5.  Section  41.117  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  41.117  Signature  and  seal. 

When  personal  appearance  is  required 
Form  FS-257  shall  be  signed  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  applicant  in  the  presence 
of  the  consular  officer.  The  application 
shall  be  verified  by  the  applicant  before 
the  consular  officer  who  shall  then  sign 
and  stamp  Form  FS-257  with  the  seal 
of  his  office.  If  personal  appearance  is 
waived,  and  the  submission  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  form  by  the  alien  is  required,  the 
form  shall  be  signed  by  the  applicant. 

6.  Section  41.125  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  41.125  Revalidation  of  visas. 

(a)  Conditions  for  revalidation.  A 
nonimmigrant  visa  may,  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  consular  officer,  be  revali¬ 
dated  in  the  same  classification  at  the 
original  visa-issuing  office  or  other  con¬ 
sular  office  if-(l)  the  alien’s  nationality  is 
the  same,  (2)  the  visa  is  about  to  expire 
or  has  expired,  br  has  become  invalid  by 
reason  of  having  been  used  for  the  num¬ 
ber  of  applications  for  admission  speci¬ 
fied  therein,  (3)  the  application  for 
revalidation  is  made  within  one  year  of 
the  date  of  expiration  of  the  original  visa 
or  any  revalidation  thereof,  and  (4)  the 
consular  officer  is  satisfied  that  the  alien 
is  a  bona  fide  nonimmigrant  and  is  oth¬ 
erwise  eligible  to  receive  a  nonimmigrant 
visa. 

(b)  Waiver  of  personal  appearance. 
Except  as  indicated  in  paragraph  (4).  of 
this  section,  the  consular  officer  may,  in 
his  discretion,  waive  the  personal  ap¬ 
pearance  of  an  alien  who  is  an  applicant 
for  revalidation  of  his  visa. 

(c)  Period  for  which  visa  may  be  re¬ 
validated.  A  nonimmigrant  visa  issued 
under  the  provisions  of  section  101(a) 
(15)  (B)  of  the  Act  may,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  consular  officer,  be  revalidated  any 
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number  of  times  for  the  period  and  num¬ 
ber  of  applications  for  admission  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  Except 
for  the  special  provisions  relating  to  the 
revalidation  of  crewmen  visas  set  out  in 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  a  non¬ 
immigrant  visa  issued  under  any  section 
of  the  Act  other  than  section  101(a)  (15) 
(B)  shall  not  be  revalidated  for  a  period 
which  would  extend  its  validity  for  more 
than  forty-eight  months  from  the  date 
or  original  issuance. 

(d)  Revalidation  of  visas  for  crew¬ 
men — (1)  Airmen.  If  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are  met, 
a  nonimmigrant  visa  issued  under  the 
provisions  of  section  101(a)  (15)  (D)  of 
the  Act  to  an  airman  may  be  revalidated 
any  number  of  times  for  the  period  and 
number  of  applications  for  admission 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  pro¬ 
vided  that  (i)  the  application  for  re- 
validation  is  supported  by  a  letter  from 
the  employing  carrier  certifying  that  the 
applicant  is  employed  as  an  airman,  or 
(ii)  if  the  applicant  is  not  employed  at 
the  time  of  application  for  revalidation, 
he  appears  in  person  in  connection  with 
his  application  and  presents  satisfactory 
evidence  that  he  continues  to  be  a  bona 
fide  airman. 

(2)  Seamen.  If  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are  met,  a 
nonimmigrant  visa  issued  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  101(a)  (15)  (D)  of  the 
Act  to  a  seaman  may  be  revalidated  any 
number  of  times  for  the  period  and  num¬ 
ber  of  applications  for  admission  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  pro¬ 
vided  that  (i)  the  application  for  revali¬ 
dation  is  supported  by  a  letter  from  the 
employing  carrier  certifying  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant  is  employed  as  a  seaman  and  that 
he  is  in  possession  of  a  valid  alien  crew¬ 
man  landing  permit  and  identification 
card  (Form  1-184)  issued  by  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Naturalization  Service,  or 
(ii)  if  the  applicant  is  not  employed  at 
the  time  of  application  for  revalidation, 
he  appears  in  person  in  connection  with 
his  application  and  submits  satisfactory 
evidence  that  he  continues  to  be  a  bona 
fide  seaman. 

(e)  Procedure  for  revalidation.  In  re¬ 
validating  a  nonimmigrant  visa,  the  con¬ 
sular  officer  shall  follow  the  procedure 
prescribed  in  §41.124,  except  that  a  new 
Form  FS-257  shall  not  be  required.  The 
visa  stamp  shall  be  placed  in  the  alien’s 
passport  and  all  pertinent  data  con¬ 
tained  in  the  original  visa  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  revalidated  visa.  The  word 
“REVALIDATED”  shall  be  inserted  on 
the  upper  margin  of  the  visa  stamp.  An 
appropriate  notation  of  the  revalidation 
shall  be  made  on  the  reverse  of  Form 
FS-257  on  file  at  the  original  visa-issuing 
office.  If  the  visa  is  revalidated  at  an 
office  other  than  the  one  which  issued 
the  original  visa,  the  office  of  original 
issuance  shall  be  appropriately  notified. 

(f)  Fee  for  revalidation.  The  fee  for 
the  revalidation  of  a  nonimmigrant  visa 
shall  be  that  prescribed  for  the  issuance 
of  such  a  visa,  if  any,  except  that  when 
the  visa  was  issued  valid  for  a  lesser 


number  of  applications  for  admission  or 
for  a  period  of  validity  less  than  the 
maximum  permitted  by  reciprocity  it 
may  be  revalidated  for  the  remaining 
number  of  applications  for  admission 
and  validity  permitted  without  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  an  additional  fee. 

7.  Section  42.27  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  42.27  Classes  created  by  special  legis¬ 
lation. 

(a)  An  alien  shall  be  classifiable  as  a 
nonquota  immigrant  if  he  establishes  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  consular  officer  by 
the  presentation  of  appropriate  evidence 
that  he  qualifies  under  section  25(a)  of 
the  Act  of  September  26,  1961  (75  Stat. 
657). 

(b)  An  alien  shall  be  classifiable  as  a 
nonquota  immigrant  if  he  establishes  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  consular  officer  by 
the  presentation  of  appropriate  evidence 
that  he  qualifies  under  section  1  or  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  Act  of  October  24,  1962  (76 
Stat.  1247) . 

8.  Section  42.54  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  42.54  Exception  for  alien  born  in 
quota  area  of  which  neither  of  his 
parents  was  a  resident. 

An  alien  who  is  not  a  Chinese  person 
and  who  is  not  otherwise  attributable  by 
as  much  as  one-half  of  his  ancestry  to  a 
people  or  peoples  indigenous  to  the  Asia- 
Pacific  triangle,  who  was  born  in  a  quota 
area  in  which  neither  of  his  parents  was 
born  and  in  which  neither  of  his  parents 
had  a  residence  at  the  time  of  his  birth, 
may  be  charged  to  the  quota  of  either 
parent  as  provided  in  section  202(a)  (4) 
of  the  Act.  The  parents  of  such  an  alien 
shall  not  be  considered  as  having  ac¬ 
quired  a  residence  within  the  meaning  of 
section  202(a)  (4) ,  if  at  the  time  of  such 
alien’s  birth  within  the  quota  area  they 
were  merely  visiting  temporarily  or  were 
stationed  there  under  orders  or  instruc¬ 
tions  of  an  employer,  principal  or  supe¬ 
rior  authority  foreign  to  such  quota  area 
in  connection  with  the  business  or  pro¬ 
fession  of  the  employer,  principal  or  su¬ 
perior  authority. 

(Sec.  202,  66  Stat.  177;  8  U.S.C.  1152) 

9.  Part  44  is  hereby  revoked. 

Effective  date.  The  amendments  to 
the  regulations  contained  in  this  order 
shall  become  effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238; 
5  U.S.C.  1003)  relative  to  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  are  inapplicable  to 
this  order  because  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  herein  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States. 

Abba  P.  Schwartz, 
Administrator,  Bureau  of 
Security  and  Consular  Affairs. 

December  31,  1962. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-222;  Filed.  Jan.  9.  1963; 
8:47  aon.] 
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Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

[Release  33-4566.  34-6982,  AS-95] 

PART  211— INTERPRETATIVE  RE¬ 
LEASES  RELATING  TO  ACCOUNT¬ 
ING  MATTERS  (ACCOUNTING 
SERIES  RELEASES) 

PART  231— INTERPRETATIVE  RE¬ 
LEASES  RELATING  TO  SECURITIES 
ACT  OF  1933  AND  GENERAL  RULES 
AND  REGULATIONS  THEREUNDER 

PART  241— INTERPRETATIVE  RE¬ 
LEASES  RELATING  TO  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934  AND 
GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS  THEREUNDER 

Accounting  for  Real  Estate  Transac¬ 
tions  Where  Circumstances  Indicate 
That  Profits  Were  Not  Earned  at 
Time  Transactions  Were  Recorded 

A  number  of  recent  cases  have  come 
to  the  attention  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  in  which  the  gross 
profits  on  certain  real  estate  transactions 
were  taken  into  income  under  circum¬ 
stances  which  indicate  that  they  were 
not  realized  in  the  period  in  which  the 
transactions  were  recorded. 

The  recognition  of  profit  at  the  time  of 
sale,  in  accordance  with  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  accounting  principles,  is  appro¬ 
priate  if  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude,  in 
the  light  of  all  the  circumstances,  that 
a  profit  has  been  realized.  “Profit  is 
deemed  to  be  realized  when  a  sale  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  business  is  effected, 
unless  the  circumstances  are  such  that 
the  collection  of  the  sale  price  is  not 
reasonably  assured.” 1  Thus,  recognition 
of  profit  is  appropriate  only  when  a  bona 
fide  sales  transaction  has  taken  place, 
and  then  only  to  the  extent  that  the 
consideration  received  in  the  transaction 
can  be  reasonably  evaluated. 

In  some  of  the  situations  coming  before 
us  it  appears  from  the  attendant  cir¬ 
cumstances  that  the  sale  of  property  is 
a  mere  fiction  designed  to  create  the  il¬ 
lusion  of  profits  or  value  as  a  basis  for 
the  sale  of  securities.  Moreover,  even 
in  bona  fide  transactions  the  degree  of 
uncertainty  as  to  ultimate  realization  of 
profit  may  be  so  great  that  business 
prudence,  as  well  as  generally  accepted 
accounting  principles,  would  preclude 
the  recognition  of  gain  at  the  time  of 
sale.  Circumstances  such  as  the  follow¬ 
ing  tend  to  raise  a  question  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  current  recognition  of  profit: 

1.  Evidence  of  financial  weakness  of 
the  purchaser. 

2.  Substantial  uncertainty  as  to 
amount  of  costs  and  expenses  to  be 
incurred. 

3.  Substantial  uncertainty  as  to 
amount  of  proceeds  to  be  realized  be- 


1  Accounting  Research  Bulletin  No.  43. 
Chapter  1,  section  A,  American  Institute  of 
Certified  Public  Accountants. 
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cause  of  form  of  consideration  or  method 
of  settlement:  e.g.,  nonrecourse  notes, 
noninterest-bearing  notes,  purchaser’s 
stock,  and  notes  with  optional  settlement 
provisions,  all  of  indeterminable  value. 

4.  Retention  of  effective  control  of  the 
property  by  the  seller. 

5.  Limitations  and  restrictions  on  the 
purchaser’s  profits  and  on  the  develop¬ 
ment  or  disposition  of  the  property. 

6.  Simultaneous  sale  and  repurchase 
by  the  same  or  affiliated  interests. 

7.  Concurrent  loans  to  purchasers. 

8.  Small  or  no  down  payment. 

9.  Simultaneous  sale  and  leaseback  of 
property. 

Any  such  circumstance,  taken  alone, 
might  not  preclude  the  recognition  of 
profit  in  appropriate  amount.  However, 
the  degree  of  uncertainty  may  be  accen¬ 
tuated  by  the  presence  of  a  combination 
of  the  foregoing  factors.  In  the  follow¬ 
ing  illustrative  cases,  taken  from  recent 
filings,  the  Commission  deemed  it  in¬ 
appropriate  to  recognize  gross  profit  as 
recorded  as  having  been  realized  at  the 
time  of  sale. 

Case  No.  1.  On  the  last  day  of  its 
fiscal  year  a  registrant  engaged  princi¬ 
pally  in  the  development  of  real  estate 
sold  a  block  of  1,000  lots  to  a  ncnaffiliated 
construction  company  for  $1,100,000,  re¬ 
ceiving  a  cash  payment  of  $100,000  and 
a  nonrecourse  note  of  $1,000,000  due  in 
one  year,  secured  only  by  the  lots  trans¬ 
ferred.  Interest  was  limited  to  6  percent 
for  one  year  or  $120  per  house.  A  profit 
of  $500,000  before  taxes  was  recorded  on 
the  transaction. 

The  transaction  was  subject  to,  among 
others,  the  following  conditions  and 
arrangements: 

a.  Each  lot  was  to  be  released  upon 
payment  of  $1,000  plus  Interest  at  the 
time  of  closing  the  sale  of  a  house  and  lot. 

b.  The  registrant  was  to  make  the  de¬ 
termination  of  when  the  houses  were  to 
be  constructed  and  to  arrange  the  con¬ 
struction  loans. 

c.  The  registrant  was  to  be  exclusive 
sales  agent  for  the  construction  com¬ 
pany,  arrange  financing  and  conduct 
closings  with  the  home  buyers. 

d.  The  construction  company  was  to 
be  paid  a  maximum  of  $500  profit  and  an 
additional  $100  to  cover  overhead  ex¬ 
penses  on  each  house  sold.  Profits  to  be 
received  by  the  construction  company 
were  to  be  applied  against  the  note  owed 
to  die  registrant. 

Case  No.  2.  In  September  1961  a 
registrant  sold  a  block  of  improved  prop¬ 
erties  to  another  corporation  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  $3,500,000  in  cash,  a  $3,- 
500,000  noninterest-bearing  note,  and 
50.000  shares  of  the  Class  A  stock  of  the 
purchaser  which  had  a  current  market 
price  of  $15  per  share.  This  sale  was 
recorded  at  these  amounts  and  showed  a 
gain  of  $2,000,000  after  the  provision  of 
$500,000  for  possible  loss  and  $1,000,000 
for  Federal  income  taxes.  The  non- 
interest-bearing  note  is  payable  during 
the  period  from  1970  to  1980.  Until  1968 
the  purchaser  has  the  option  of  liquidat¬ 
ing  the  note  by  the  issuance  of  capital 
stock,  the  number  of  shares  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  dividing  the  face  amount  of  the 
note,  $3,500,000,  by  the  lesser  of  $15  per 
share  or  125  percent  of  the  then  current 
market  price.  After  1968  registrant  may 


call  for  payment  of  the  note  in  stock  at 
$17  per  share,  and,  if  such  call  is  made, 
the  purchaser  may  elect  to  pay  the  note 
in  full  in  cash. 

Case  No.  3.  In  September  1961  a 
registrant  acquired  approximately  500 
acres  of  undeveloped  land  for  $300,000 
in  cash  and  a  mortgage  of  $900,000  and 
immediately  sold  the  property  to  an 
affiliate  of  the  original  seller  for  $2,200,- 
000.  The  purchaser  paid  $300,000  in 
cash,  issued  a  $1,000,000  noninterest¬ 
bearing  deed  of  trust  note  maturing  in 
18  months,  and  assumed  the  $900,000 
mortgage.  Simultaneously  the  reg¬ 
istrant  loaned  $1,000,000  to  the  pur¬ 
chaser  on  a  6  percent  note  maturing  in 
18  months  and  made  a  commitment  to 
loan  an  additional  $1,000,000.  Reg¬ 
istrant  recorded  a  gross  profit  of  $1,000,- 
000  against  which  a  reserve  for  possible 
loss  in  the  amount  of  $260,000  was  pro¬ 
vided. 

.  Case  No.  4.  In  June  1961  a  registrant 
purchased  20,000  acres  of  undeveloped 
land  for  $1,000,000  cash  and  a  5  percent 
note  for  $3,000,000.  Simultaneously,  the 
registrant  sold  the  property  to  another 
company  for  a  $2,000,000  noninterest¬ 
bearing  deed  of  trust  note  payable  in 
installments  of  $1,000,000  in  June  1962, 
$500,000  in  June  1963,  and  $500,000  in 
June  1964,  and  for  the  assumption  by 
the  purchaser  of  the  $3,000,000  first  lien 
note.  A  gross  profit  on  the  sale  of  $1,- 
000,000  was  recorded  and  a  reserve  of 
$400,000  was  provided  for  a  possible  loss. 

Case  No.  5.  A  registrant  purchased  a 
tract  of  land  for  a  cash  payment  of 
$100,000  and  a  10-year  nonrecourse  non- 
interest-bearing  note  in  the  amount  of 
$800,000  with  annual  maturities  of  $80,- 
000.  On  the  same  date  the  land  was  sold 
to  a  nonaffiliated  group  for  a  cash  pay¬ 
ment  of  $15,000  and  a  nonrecourse  non- 
interest-bearing  purchase  money  note 
for  $1,785,000.  The  latter  obligation  re¬ 
quires  annual  payments  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $100,000  for  seven  years  and  a 
payment  of  approximately  $1,100,000  at 
the  end  of  the  eighth  year.  At  the  time 
of  the  sale  the  registrant  also  advanced 
to  the  purchaser  $350,000  *for  use  in 
advertising.  The  proceeds  from  the  sales 
of  land  by  the  purchaser  are  assigned  to 
the  registrant  until  the  $350,000  advance 
is  paid.  The  registrant  recorded  a  profit 
of  $900,900  at  the  date  of  sale. 

Case  No.  6.  Shortly  before  the  close 
of  its  fiscal  year  a  registrant  recorded  the 
sale  of  a  block  of  150  lots  for  a  total  con¬ 
sideration  of  $375,000.  Cash  of  $75,000 
was  paid  on  the  settlement  date  and  the 
purchaser  then  took  title  of  30  lots.  The 
balance  of  the  consideration  consisted  of 
four  notes  of  $75,000  each  bearing  inter¬ 
est  at  5  percent  per  annum,  due  6,  12,  18, 
and  24  months  after  settlement.  The 
purchaser  was  to  take  title  to  30  lots  at 
the  time  of  settlement  of  each  note.  The 
notes  were  secured  only  by  a  mortgage  on 
the  property,  and  there  was  no  personal 
liability  on  the  purchaser  to  complete  the 
payments.  In  a  registration  statement 
filed  shortly  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
year  this  transaction  was  recorded  as  a 
sale  in  the  total  amount  of  $375,000  with 
an  indicated  gross  profit  of  $44,000  on 
the  uncollected  portion  after  provision 
for  deferred  taxes  of  $47,000. 
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Case  No.  7.  In  early  1960  a  registrant 
sold  to  an  unaffiliated  purchaser  a  manu¬ 
facturing  plant  and  another  building 
used  in  its  operations  for  a  total  con¬ 
sideration  of  $1,500,000  reflecting  a  profit 
of  $600,000  after  taxes.  The  considera¬ 
tion  was  realized  in  the  form  of  cash  and 
assumption  of  an  existing  mortgage. 
The  seller  simultaneously  leased  these 
same  properties  back  at  an  annual 
rental  of  $160,000  for  a  period  of  25  years. 
The  registration  statement  as  effective 
reported  the  profit  as  deferred  and  to  be 
amortized  against  rental  payments  over 
the  life  of  the  leases. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

December  28, 1962. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-221;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  26-INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 

[TJ5.  6632] 

PART  16— TEMPORARY  REGULA¬ 
TIONS  UNDER  THE  REVENUE  ACT 
OF  1962 

Information  Returns  as  to  Creation  of 
or  Transfers  to  Certain  Foreign 
Trusts 

The  following  regulations  are  pre¬ 
scribed  under  section  6048  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  added  by 
section  7(f)  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1962 
(76  Stat.  987),  relating  to  the  require¬ 
ment  that  United  States  persons  file  an 
information  return  disclosing  the  cre¬ 
ation  of  a  foreign  trust  or  the  transfer  of 
money  or  property  to  such  a  trust. 

The  regulations  set  forth  herein  are 
temporary  and  are  designed  to  inform 
persons  who  are  required  to  file  a  return 
as  to  the  Information  which  must  be 
furnished  as  well  as  when  and  where  the 
return  must  be  filed.  More  comprehen¬ 
sive  rules  with  respect  to  these  and  other 
provisions  relating  to  foreign  trusts  will 
be  issued  subsequently. 

In  order  to  prescribe  temporary  regu¬ 
lations  relating  to  information  returns 
as  to  the  creation  of  or  transfers  to  cer¬ 
tain  foreign  trusts  under  section  6048 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
the  following  regulations  are  hereby 
adopted; 

§  16.3  Statutory  provisions;  returns  as 
to  creation  of  or  transfers  to  certain 
foreign  trusts. 

Sec.  6048.  Returns  as  to  creation  of  or 
transfers  to  certain  foreign  trusts — (a) 
General  rule.  On  or  before  the  90th  day 
after — 

(1)  The  creation  of  any  foreign  trust  by 
a  United  States  person,  or 

(2)  The  transfer  of  any  money  or  prop¬ 
erty  to  a  foreign  trust  by  a  United  States 
person,  t 

the  grantor  in  the  case  of  an  inter  vivos 
trusts,  the  fiduciary  of  an  estate  in  the  case 
of  a  testamentary  trust,  or  the  transferor,  as 
the  case  may  be,  shall  make  a  return  in 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection 

(b). 


(b)  Form  and  contents  of  returns.  The 
returns  required  by  subsection  (a)  shall  be 
in  such  form  and  shall  set  forth,  in  respect 
of  the  foreign  trust,  such  information  as  the 
Secretary  or  his  delegate  prescribes  by  regu¬ 
lation  as  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  income  tax  laws. 

(c)  Cross  references.  (1)  For  provisions 
relating  to  penalties  for  violations  of  this 
section,  see  sections  6677  and  7203. 

(2)  For  definition  of  the  term  “foreign 
trust  created  by  a  United  States  person”, 
see  section  643  (d). 

[Sec.  6048  as  added  by  sec.  7(f),  Rev.  Act 
1962  (Public  Law  87-834,  76  Stat.  987)  ] 

§  16.3—1  Returns  as  to  the  creation  of 
or  transfers  to  certain  foreign  trusts. 

(a)  Requirement  of  return.  Every 
United  States  person  who,  on  or  after 
October  16, 1962,  either  creates  a  foreign 
trust  or  transfers  money  or  property  to  a 
foreign  trust,  directly  or  indirectly,  shall 
file  an  information  return  on  Form 
3520,  except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (4)  of  paragraph  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  The  return  must  be  filed  by  the 
grantor  or  the  transferor,  or  the  fidu¬ 
ciary  of  the  estate  in  the  case  of  a  testa¬ 
mentary  trust.  The  return  must  be 
filed  whether  or  not  any  beneficiary  is  a 
United  States  person  and  whether  or 
not  the  grantor  or  any  other  person 
may  be  treated  as  the  substantial  owner 
of  any  portion  of  the  trust  under  sec¬ 
tions  671-678. 

(b)  Meaning  of  terms.  For  purposes 
of  this  section  the  following  terms  shall 
have  the  meaning  assigned  to  them  in 
this  paragraph: 

(1)  Foreign  trust.  See  section 
7701(a)  (31)  of  the  Code  for  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  foreign  trust. 

(2)  United  States  verson.  See  sec¬ 
tion  7701(a)  (30)  of  the  Code  for  the 
definition  of  United  States  person. 

(3)  Grantor.  The  term  “grantor” 
refers  to  any  United  States  person  who 
by  an  inter  vivos  declaration  or  agree¬ 
ment  creates  a  foreign  trust. 

(4)  Transferor.  The  term  “trans¬ 
feror”  refers  to  any  United  States  per¬ 
son,  other  than  a  person  who  is  the 
grantor  or  the  fiduciary  (as  defined  in 
subparagraph  (5)  of  this  paragraph), 
who  transfers  money  or  property  to  or 
for  the  benefit  of  a  foreign  trust.  It  does 
not  refer  to  a  person  who  transfers 
money  or  property  to  a  foreign  trust 
pursuant  to  a  sale  or  an  exchange  which 
is  made  for  full  and  adequate  considera¬ 
tion.* 

(5)  Fiduciary  of  an  estate.  In  the 
case  of  a  testamentary  trust  expresed  in 
the  will  of  a  decedent  the  term  “fiduciary 
of  an  estate”  refers  to  the  executor  or  ad¬ 
ministrator  who  is  responsible  for  estab¬ 
lishing  a  foreign  trust  on  behalf  of  the 
decedent. 

(c)  Information  required.  The  return 
required  by  section  6048  and  this  section 
shall  be  made  on  Form  3520  and  shall 
set  forth  the  following  information: 

(1)  The  name,  address,  and  identify¬ 
ing  number  of  the  person  (or  persons) 
filing  the  return,  a  statement  identify¬ 
ing  each  person  named  as  either  a 
grantor,  fiduciary  of  an  estate,  or  trans¬ 
feror,  and  the  date  of  the  transaction  for 
which  the  return  is  being  filed  ;• 


(2)  In  the  case  of  a  fiduciary  of  an 
estate,  the  name  and  identifying  number 
of  the  decedent; 

(3)  The  name  of  the  trust  and  the 
name  of  the  country  under  whose  laws 
the  foreign  trust  was  created; 

(4)  The  date  the  foreign  trust  was 
created  and  the  name  and  address  of  the 
person  (or  persons)  who  created  it; 

(5)  The  date  on  which  the  trust  is  to 
terminate  or  a  statement  describing  the 
conditions  which  will  cause  the  trust  to 
terminate; 

(6)  The  name  and  business  address  of 
the  foreign  trustee  (or  trustees) ; 

(7)  A  statement  either  that  the 
trustee  is  required  to  distribute  all  of 
the  trust’s  income  currently  (in  which 
case  the  information  required  in  sub- 
paragraph  (9)  of  this  paragraph  need 
not  be  furnished)  or  a  statement  that 
the  trust  may  accumulate  some  or  all 
of  its  income; 

(8)  The  name,  address,  and  identify¬ 
ing  number,  if  any,  of  each  beneficiary 
who  is  either  named  in  the  instrument 
or  whose  identity  is  definitely  ascertain¬ 
able  at  the  time  the  return  required  by 
this  section  is  filed,  and  the  date  of  birth 
for  each  beneficiary  who  is  a  United 
States  person  and  whose  rights  under 
the  trust  are  determined,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  by  reference  to  the  beneficiary’s 
age; 

(9)  Except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (7)  of  this  paragraph,  a  statement 
with  respect  to  each  beneficiary  setting 
forth  his  right  to  receive  income  or  cor¬ 
pus,  or  both,  from  the  trust,  his  propor¬ 
tionate  interest,  if  any,  in  the  income  or 
corpus,  or  both,  of  the  trust,  and  any 
condition  governing  the  time  when  a  dis¬ 
tribution  to  him  may  be  made,  such  as  a 
specific  date  or  age  (or  in  lieu  of  such 
statement  a  copy  of  the  trust  instru¬ 
ment  which  must  be  attached  to  the 
return) ; 

(10)  A  detailed  list  of  the  property 
transferred  to  the  foreign  trust  in  the 
transaction  for  which  the  return  is  being 
filed,  containing  a  complete  description 
of  each  item  transferred,  its  adjusted 
basis  and  its  fair  market  value  on  the 
date  transferred,  and  the  consideration, 
if  any,  paid  by  the  foreign  trust  for  such 
transfer;  and 

(11)  The  name  and  address  of  the 
person  (or  persons)  having  custody  of 
the  books  of  account  and  records  of  the 
foreign  trust,  and  the  location  of  such 
books  and  records  if  different  from  such 
address. 

(d)  Special  provisions — (1)  Separate 
return  for  each  foreign  trust  and  each 
transfer.  If  a  United  States  person  cre¬ 
ates  more  than  one  foreign  trust  or 
transfers  money  or  property  to  more 
than  one  foreign  trust,  then  separate  re¬ 
turns  must  be  filed  with  respect  to  each 
foreign  trust  where  returns  are  required 
under  section  6048  and  this  section.  If 
a  United  States  person  transfers  money 
or  property  to  the  same  foreign  trust  at 
different  times,  then  separate  returns 
must  be  filed  with  respect  to  each  trans¬ 
fer  where  returns  are  required  under  sec¬ 
tion  6048  and  this  section.  However, 
where  more  than  one  transfer  to  the 
same  foreign  trust  is  made  by  a  United 
States  person  during  any  90-day  period, 
such  person  may,  at  his  election,  file  a 
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single  return,  so  long  as  the  return  in¬ 
cludes  the  information  required  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  transfer  and  is  filed  on  or 
before  the  90th  day  after  the  earliest 
transfer  in  any  such  period. 

(2)  Joint  returns.  Where  returns  are 
required  under  section  6048  and  this  sec¬ 
tion  by  two  or  more  persons  who  either 
jointly  create  a  foreign  trust  or  jointly 
transfer  money  or  property  to  a  foreign 
trust,  they  may  jointly  execute  and  file 
one  return  in  lieu  of  filing  several  re¬ 
turns. 

(3)  Actual  ownership  of  money  or 
property  transferred.  If  any  person  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  section  is  not  the  real 
party  in  interest  as  to  the  money  or 
property  transferred  but  is  merely  acting 
for  a  United  States  person,  the  informa¬ 
tion  required  under  this  section  shall  be 
furnished  in  the  name  of  and  by  the  ac¬ 
tual  owner  of  such  money  or  property, 
except  that  a  fiduciary  of  an  estate  shall 
file  information  relating  to  the  decedent. 

(4)  Payments  to  an  employees’  trust, 
etc.  In  the  case  of  contributions  made 
to  a  foreign  trust  under  a  plan  which 
provides  pension,  profit-sharing,  stock 
bonus,  sickness,  accident,  unemployment, 
welfare,  or  similar  benefits  or  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  such  benefits  for  employees,  nei¬ 
ther  employers  nor  employees  shall  be 
required  to  file  a  return  as  set  forth  in 
this  section. 

(e)  Time  and  place  for  filing  return — 
(1)  Time  for  filing.  Any  return  required 
by  section  6048  and  this  section  shall  be. 
filed  on  or  before  the  90th  day  after 
either  the  creation  of  any  foreign  trust 
by  a  United  States  person  or  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  any  money  or  property  to  a  foreign 
trust  by  a  United  States  person.  The  Di¬ 
rector  of  International  Operations  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  grant  reasonable  extensions 
of  time  to  file  returns  under  section  6048 
and  this  section  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  provisions  of  section  6081(a) 
and  §  1.6081-L 

(2)  Place  for  filing.  Returns  required 
by  section  6048  and  this  section  shall  be 
-  filed  with  the  Director  of  International 
Operations,  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 

(f)  Penalties — (1)  Criminal.  For 
criminal  penalties  for  failure  to  file  a 
return  see  section  7203.  For  criminal 
penalties  for  filing  a  false  or  fraudulent 
return,  see  sections  7206  and  7207. 

(2)  CiviL  For  civil  penalty  for  failure 
to  file  a  return  or  failure  to  show  the  in¬ 
formation  required  on  a  return  under  this 
section,  see  section  6677. 

{Sec.  7805,  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954; 
68A  StatT.  917;  26  U.S.C.  7805) 

Since  section  6048  is  applicable  with 
respect  to  transactions  occurring  on  or 
after  October  16, 1962  (the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1962),  a 
United  States  person  making  a  transfer 
on  that  date  is  required  to  file  a  return 
no  later  than  January  14, 1963.  For  this 
reason  it  is  found  impracticable  to  issue 
this  Treasury  decision  with  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  under  section 
4(a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  approved  June  11,  L946,  or  subject  to 
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the  effective  date  limitation  of  section  4 
(c)  of  that  Act. 

[seal]  Mo* timer  M.  Caplin. 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  January  7, 1963. 

Stanley  S.  Surrey, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

(FA.  Doc.  63-239;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:48  am.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

[FCC  63-4] 

Chapter  I — federal  Communications 
Commission 

PACT  0 — COMMISSION 
ORGANIZATION 

PART  I— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  3d  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1963; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  Parts  0  and  1  of  its  rules  and 
regulations,  and  the  need  for  a  number 
of  minor  changes  therein  ;  and 

It  appearing  that  §  9.207(b)  (8),  au¬ 
thorizing  action  by  the  Review  Board  on 
requests  to  file  additional  pleadings  in 
certain  proceedings,  should  refer  to 
§  1.43  rather  than  ?  1.13;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  requests  filed 
pursuant  to  §  1.11  should  contain  refer¬ 
ences  to  the  statutory  or  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  (if  any)  upon  which  the  request  is 
founded;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  requests  for 
action  by  more  than  one  authority  should 
not  be  combined  in  a  single  pleading, 
and  that  §  1.12  should  be  amended  to 
provide  that  pleadings  which  improperly 
combine  requests  may  in  appropriate 
cases  be  returned  to  the  person  who  filed 
the  pleading;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  §  1.13,  con¬ 
cerning  the  filing  of  pleadings  in  certain 
Commission  proceedings,  should  more 
precisely  describe  the  pleadings  author¬ 
ized  in  such  proceedings  and,  in  particu¬ 
lar,  that  the  reply  to  oppositions  should 
be  filed  only  by  petitioner,  that  he  should 
reply  to  the  various  oppositions  in  a 
single  pleading  (rather  than  separately) , 
that  the  reply  should  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  raised  in  the  oppositions,  and  that 
the  reply  should  he  filed  within  5  days 
after  the  time  for  filing  oppositions  has 
expired;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  a  new 
§  1.19,  cross-referencing  widely  sepa¬ 
rated  provisions  pertaining  to  requests 
for  stays,  should  be  added;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  §  1.46(a) 
now- precludes  action  on  motions  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  until  after  the  time  for 
filing  oppositions  and  replies  has  expired, 
that  the  time  for  filing  the  pleading  in 
question  frequently  passes  before  action 
can  be  taken  on  the  motion  for  extension 


of  time,  and  that  this  situation  should 
be  corrected  by  authorizing  ex  parte  rul¬ 
ings  on  motions  for  extension  of  time; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  §  1.140(e) 
now  requires  each  person  named  by  the 
Commission  as  a  party  respondent  in  a 
hearing  proceeding  to  file  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  stating  that  he  will  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  the 
notice  of  hearing,  that  this  is  neither 
the  current  practice  nor  a  suitable  re¬ 
quirement,  and  that  this  provision  should 
be  deleted;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  authority 
for  adoption  of  the  amendment  herein 
is  contained  in  sections  4(i),  5(d),  and 
303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  herein  pertain  to  Com¬ 
mission  organization  and  procedure,  and 
hence  that  the  notice,  procedural,  and 
effective  date  requirements  of  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  are 
inapplicable; 

It  is  ordered.  Effective  January  28, 
1963,  That  Parts  0  and  1  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  are  amended 
as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  46  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.6.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Released:  January  7,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

'  Acting  Secretary. 

1.  Sections  0.297(b)(3),  1.11,  1.12,  and 
1.13  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  0.207  Authority  delegated  to  the  Re¬ 
view  Board  on  a  regular  basis. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Original  action  on  interlocutory 
matters.  *  *  • 

<3)  Requests  for  leave  to  file  plead¬ 
ings  in  addition  to  those  authorized  by 
i  1.43  of  this  chapter. 

§  1.11  Requests  for  Commission  action. 

Except  where  formal  procedures  are 
required  under  the  provisions  of  this 
chapter,  requests  for  action  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  informally.  Requests  should  set 
forth  clearly  and  concisely  the  facts  re¬ 
lied  upon,  the  relief  sought,  the  statutory 
and/or  regulatory  provisions  <if  any) 
pursuant  to  which  the  request  is  filed  and 
under  which  relief  is  sought,  and  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  person  submitting  the  re¬ 
quest. 

§  1.12  Separate  pleadings  for  different 
requests. 

(a)  Requests  requiring  action  by  the 
Commission  shall  not  be  combined  in  a 
pleading  with  requests  for  action  by  a 
hearing  examiner  or  by  any  person  or 
persons  acting  pursuant  to  delegated  au¬ 
thority. 

<b)  Requests  requiring  action  by  a 
hearing  examiner  shall  not  be  combined 
in  a  pleading  with  requests  for  action 
by  the  Commission  or  by  any  person 
or  persons  acting  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 
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(c)  Requests  requiring  action  by  any 
person  or  persons  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority  shall  not  be  combined  in  a 
pleading  with  requests  for  action  by  any 
other  person  or  persons  acting  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

(d)  Pleadings  which  combine  requests 
in  a  manner  prohibited  by  paragraph 

(a),  (b),  or  (c)  of  this  section  may  be 
returned  without  consideration  to  the 
person  who  filed  the  pleading. 

(e)  Any  request  to  stay  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  any  decision  or  order  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  filed  as  a  separate 
pleading.  Any  such  request  which  is 
not  filed  as  a  separate  pleading  will  not 
be  considered  by  the  Commission. 

Note:  Matters  which  are  acted  on  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority  are  set  forth 
in  Subpart  B  of  Part  0  of  this  chapter.  Mat¬ 
ters  acted  on  by  the  hearing  examiner  are 
set  forth  ip  §  0.231. 

§1.13  Pleadings ;  filing  periods. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
chapter,  pleadings  in  Commission  pro¬ 
ceedings  shall  be  filed  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(a)  Oppositions.  Oppositions  to  any 
motion,  petition,  or  request  may  be  filed 
by  any  party  to  the  proceeding  within  10 
days  after  the  original  pleading  is  filed. 

(b)  Replies.  The  party  who  filed  the 
original  pleading  may  reply  to  opposi¬ 
tions  within  5  days  after  the  time  for 
filing  oppositions  has  expired.  The  reply 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  raised  in  the 
oppositions  and  the  response  to  all  such 
matters  shall  be  set  forth  in  a  single 
pleading;  separate  replies  to  individual 
oppositions  shall  not  be  filed. 

(c)  Additional  pleadings.  Additional 
pleadings  may  be  filed  only  if  specifically 
requested  or  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

(d)  Requests  lor  temporary  relief; 
shorter  filing  periods.  Oppositions  to  a 
request  for  stay  of  any  order  or  decision 
or  to  a  request  for  other  temporary 
relief  shall  be  filed  within  5  days  after 
the  request  is  filed.  Replies  shall  be  filed 
within  3  days  after  the  time  for  filing 
oppositions  has  expired. 

Note:  Where  specific  provisions  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  the  spe¬ 
cific  provisions  are  controlling.  See,  in 
particular,  §§  1.43(c)  and  1.46(a). 

2.  Section  1.19  is  added  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  1.19  Requests  for  stay. 

General  rules  relating  to  requests  for 
stay  of  any  order  or  decision  are  set 
forth  in  §§1.11,  1.12(e),  and  1.13(d). 
See  also  §§  1.82,  1.84(n),  and  1.85(h). 

3.  Sections  1.46  and  1.140(e)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.46  Rulings;  time  for  action. 

(a)  Unless  it  is  found  that  irreparable 
injury  would  be  caused  one  of  the  parties 
or  that  the  public  interest  so  requires,  or 
unless  all  parties  have  consented,  the 
Review  Board,  Chief  Hearing  Examiner, 
or  Presiding  Officer  shall  withhold  con¬ 
sideration  of  any  motion,  petition,  or 
other  pleading  until  the  time  for  filing 
oppositions  (and  replies,  if  replies  are 
allowed)  has  expired.  As  a  matter  of 
discretion,  however,  the  Review  Board, 
Chief  Hearing  Examiner,  or  Presiding 
Officer  may  rule  ex  parte  upon  motions 


for  extension  of  time,  without  waiting 
for  the  filing  of  oppositions  or  replies. 

§  1.140  Procedure  when  an  application 
is  designated  for  hearing. 
***** 

(e)  In  order  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  be  heard,  any  person 
named  as  a  party  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section  shall,  within  20  days 
of  the  mailing  of  the  notice  of  his  desig¬ 
nation  as  a  party,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  person  or  by  attorney,  a  written 
appearance  in  triplicate,  stating  that  he 
will  appear  at  the  hearing.  Any-  person 
so  named  who  fails  to  file  this  written 
statement  within  the  time  specified, 
shall,  unless  good  cause  for  such  failure 
is  shown,  forfeit  his  hearing  rights. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-268;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[FCC63-5] 

PART  1 — PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Number  of  Copies  of  Pleadings 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  3d  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1963 ; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  provisions  of  its  proce¬ 
dural  rules  pertaining  to  the  number  of 
copies  of  pleadings  required  to  be  filed, 
and  the  need  to  increase  the  required 
number  to  meet  the  Commission’s  needs; 
and 

It  appearing  that  the  original  and  9 
copies  of  pleadings  now  required  by  §  1.42 
in  interlocutory  matters  before  the  Re¬ 
view  Board  has  proved  inadequate;  that 
an  original  and  14  copies  should  be  re¬ 
quired  in  such  cases;  and  that,  to  avoid 
confusion,  an  original  and  14  copies 
should  also  be  required  in  interlocutory 
matters  before  the  Chief  Hearing  Ex¬ 
aminer  or  the  Presiding  Officer;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  original 
and  14  copies  now  required  by  §  1.54  in 
all  other  matters  has  proved  inadequate, 
except  in  rule  making  proceedings;  that 
an  original  and  19  copies  should  be  re¬ 
quired  in  all  such  cases  except  rule  mak¬ 
ing;  and  that  the  present  requirement  of 
an  original  and  14  copies  should  be  re¬ 
tained  in  rule  making  proceedings;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  identical 
comments  are  sometimes  filed  in  more 
than  one  rule  making  proceeding;  that, 
unless  the  proceedings  have  been  con¬ 
solidated,  two  additional  copies  are 
needed  for  the  docket  files  for  each  ad¬ 
ditional  proceeding;  and  that  §  1.215 
should  be  amended  to  require  the  filing 
of  two  additional  copies  in  such  circum¬ 
stances;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  authority  for 
adoption  of  the  amendments  herein  is 
contained  in  sections  4(i)  and  303  (r)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  herein  pertain  to  proce¬ 
dural  matters,  and  hence  that  the  notice, 
procedural,  and  executive  date  require¬ 
ments  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  are  inapplicable; 


It  is  ordered.  Effective  January  28, 
1963,  That  §§  1.42,  1.54,  and  1.215  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  are  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Released:  January  7, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

1.  Sections  1.42,  1.54,  and  1.215  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.42  Number  of  copies. 

An  original  and  14  copies  of  each 
motion,  petition,  or  other  pleading  to  be 
acted  upon  by  the  Review  Board,  Chief 
Hearing  Examiner,  or  Presiding  Officer 
shall  be  filed. 

§  1.54  Number  of  copies  of  pleadings, 
briefs,  and  other  documents. 

(a)  Except  in  rule  making  proceed¬ 
ings  (§  1.215),  or  with  regard  to  inter¬ 
locutory  matters  acted  on  by  the  Review 
Board,  the  Chief  Hearing  Examiner,  or 
the  Presiding  Officer  (§  1.42),  or  as 
otherwise  specifically  provided  in  this 
chapter,  an  original  and  19  copies  of  all 
pleadings,  briefs,  and  other  documents 
required  or  permitted  to  be  filed  shall 
be  furnished  the  Commission. 

(b)  When  service  of  any  document  is 
made  by  the  Commission,  an  additional 
copy  of  that  document  shall  be  filed  for 
each  party  to  the  proceeding. 

§  1.215  Form  of  comments  and  replies; 
number  of  copies. 

(a)  Comments,  replies,  and  other 
documents  filed  in  a  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  1.52. 

(b)  An  original  and  14  copies  of  all 
comments,  replies,  pleadings,  briefs,  and 
other  documents  filed  in  a  rule  making 
proceeding  shall  be  furnished  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(c)  Any  person  desiring  to  file  iden¬ 
tical  documents  in  more  than  one 
docketed  rule  making  proceeding  shall 
furnish  the  Commission  two  additional 
copies  of  any  such  document  for  each 
additional  docket.  This  requirement 
does  not  apply  if  the  proceedings  have 
been  consolidated. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-259;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  am.] 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREUIT 

Chapter  I — Farm  Credit  Administration 

PART  40*— FEDERAL  INTERMEDIATE 
CREDIT  BANKS 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  62-12780,  appearing  at 
page  12803  of  the  issue  for  Friday,  De¬ 
cember  28,  1962,  the  following  correction 
is  made  in  §40.111-4:  The  phrase  “in 
multiples  of  $500”  should  read  “in  multi¬ 
ples  of  $5.00”. 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 
[  19  CFR  Parts  8,  9,  101 

EXEMPTION  APPLICABLE  TO  GIFT 
PARCEL  IMPORTATIONS 

Proposed  Reduction 

Many  instances  of  undervaluation  and 
false  invoicing  have  been  regularly  found 
in  the  shipment  of  gift  parcels  from  per¬ 
sons  in  foreign  countries  to  persons  in 
the  United  States.  In  addition,  the 
designation  of  mail-order  packages  as 
gifts  and  the  recent  practice  of  the  split¬ 
ting  of  shipments  to  reduce  the  value  of 
each  shipment  to  an  amount  less  than 
$10  have  necessitated  the  proposed 
amendments  to  protect  the  revenue  and 
prevent  unlawful  importations. 

Notice  is  given  pursuant  to  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  that  under  the  authority  of 
section  321  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  US.C.  1321),  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  §§  8.3(c),  8.3(d)  (2),  8.3(d)  (6), 
9.6(b),  and  10.17(c)  of  the  Customs 
regulations  to  reduce  from  $10  to  $1  the 
aggregate  value  of  articles  which  may  be 
admitted  free  of  duty  and  internal  reve¬ 
nue  tax,  under  the  provision  of  section 
321(a)  (2)  (A)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended. 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  proposed 
amendments,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  any  relevant  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  which  are  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Bureau  of 
Customs,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  and  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  No  hearing  will  be 
held. 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  December  31, 1962. 

James  P.  Hendrick, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury. 

[FJL  Doc.  63-234;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  ajn.] 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Part  1  ] 

INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS  BE¬ 
GINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31, 
1953 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  approved 
June  11,  1946,  that  the  regulations  set 
forth  in  tentative  form  below  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
or  his  delegate.  Prior  to  the  final  adop¬ 


tion  of  such  regulations,  consideration 
will  be  given  to  any  comments  or  sug¬ 
gestions  pertaining  thereto  which  are 
submitted  in  writing,  in  duplicate,  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
Attention:  T:P,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
within  the  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Any  person  submit¬ 
ting  written  comments  or  suggestions 
who  desires  an  opportunity  to  comment 
orally  at  a  public  hearing  on  these  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  should  submit  his  re¬ 
quest,  in  writing,  to  the  Commissioner 
within  the  30-day  period.  In  such  a 
case,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held,  and 
notice  of  the  time,  place,  and  date  will 
be  published  in  a  subsequent  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register.  The  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  are  t6  be  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  contained  in  section  7805  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A  Stat. 
917;  26  UJ3.C.  7805). 

[seal]  Mortimer  M.  Caplin, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

The  Income  Tax  Regulations  (26  CFR 
Part  1)  are  hereby  amended  to  conform 
the  provisions  relating  to  exempt  mutual 
insurance  companies  and  associations  to 
section  822(b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  as  amended  by  section  3(a) 
(3)  of  the  Life  Insurance  Company  Tax 
Act  for  1955  (70  Stat.  47) ,  to  clarify  the 
provisions  relating  to  feeder  organiza¬ 
tions  in  view  of  the  decision  in  Hospital 
Bureau  of  Standards  and  Supplies,  Inc. 
v.  United  States  (Ct.  Cl.  1958),  158  F. 
Supp.  560,  and  to  reflect  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Act  of  April  7, 1958  (Public 
Law  85-367,  72  Stat.  80)  and  by  section 
75(b)  of  the  Technical  Amendments  Act 
of  1958  (72  Stat.  1661). 

Paragraph  1.  Section  1.501(c)  (15) -1  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.501  (c)  (15)— 1 — M  n  I  n  a  1  insurance 
companies  or  associations. 

(a)  Taxable  years  beginning  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1954.  An  insurance  com¬ 
pany  or  association  described  in  section 
501(c)  (15)  is  exempt  under  section 
501(a)  if  it  is  a  mutual  company  or  asso¬ 
ciation  (other  than  life  or  marine)  or 
if  it  is  a  mutual  interinsurer  or  recipro¬ 
cal  underwriter  (other  than  life  or  ma¬ 
rine)  and  if  the  gross  amount  received 
during  the  taxable  year  from  the  sum  of 
the  following  items  does  not  exceed 
$75,000: 

(1)  The  gross  amount  of  income  dur¬ 
ing  the  taxable  year  from — 

(i)  Interest  (including  tax-exempt  in¬ 
terest  and  partially  tax-exempt  inter¬ 
est)  ,  as  described  in  §  1.61-7.  Interest 
shall  be  adjusted  for  amortization  of 
premium  and  accrual  of  discount  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  prescribed  in 
section  822(d)  (2)  and  S  1.822-7. 

(ii)  Dividends,  as  described  in  §  1.61-9. 

(iii)  Rents  and  royalties,  as  described 
in  S  1.61-8. 

(iv)  The  entering  into  of  any  lease, 
mortgage,  or  other  instrument  or  agree¬ 


ment  from  which  the  company  may 
derive  interest,  rents,  or  royalties. 

(v)  The  alteration  or  termination  of 
any  instrument  or  agreement  described 
in  subdivision  (iv)  of  this  subparagraph. 

(2)  The  gross  income  from  any  trade 
or  business  (other  than  an  insurance 
business)  carried  on  by  the  company  or 
association,  or  by  a  partnership  of  which 
the  company  or  association  is  a  partner. 

(3)  Premiums  (including  deposits  and 
assessments) . 

(b)  No  double  inclusion  of  income. 
In  computing  the  gross  income  from  any 
trade  or  business  (other  than  an  insur¬ 
ance  business)  carried  on  by  the  com¬ 
pany  or  association,  or  by  a  partnership 
of  which  the  company  or  association  is  a 
partner,  any  item  described  in  section 
822(b)(1)  (A),  (B),  or  (C)  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (1)  of  this  section  shall  not  be 
considered  as  gross  income  arising  from 
the  conduct  of  such  trade  or  business, 
but  shall  be  taken  into  account  under 
section  822(b)(1)  (A),  (B),  or  (C)  and 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Taxable  years  beginning  after  De¬ 
cember  31,  1953,  and  before  January  1, 
1955.  An  insurance  company  or  associa¬ 
tion  described  in  section  501(c)  (15)  is 
exempt  under  section  501(a)  if  it  is  a 
mutual  company  or  association  (other 
than  life  or  marine)  or  if  it  is  a  mutual 
interinsurer  or  reciprocal  underwriter 
(other  than  life  or  marine)  and  if  the 
gross  amount  received  during  the  taxable 
year  from  the  sum  of  the  following  items 
does  not  exceed  $75,000: 

(1)  The  gross  amount  of  income  dur¬ 
ing  the  taxable  year  from — 

(1)  Interest  (including  tax-exempt  in¬ 
terest  and  partially  tax-exempt  inter¬ 
est)  ,  as  described  in  S  1.61-7.  Interest 
shall  be  adjusted  for  amortization  of 
premium  and  accrual  of  discount  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  prescribed  in  sec¬ 
tion  822(d)  (2)  and  §  1.822-3. 

(li)  Dividends,  as  described  in  S  1.61-9. 
(iii)  Rents  (but  excluding  royalties), 
as  described  in  §  1.61-8. 

(2)  Premiums  (including  deposits  and 
assessments) . 

(d)  Exclusion  of  capital  gains.  Gains 
from  sales  or  exchanges  of  capital  assets 
to  the  extent  provided  in  subchapter  P 
(section  1201  and  following,  relating  to 
capital  gains  and  losses),  chapter  1  of 
the  Code,  shall  be  excluded  from  the 
amounts  described  in  this  section. 

Par.  2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  S  1.502-1  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.502—1  Feeder  organizations. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(b)  If  a  subsidiary  organization  of  a 
tax-exempt  organization  would  itself  be 
exempt  on  the  ground  that  its  activities 
are  an  Integral  part  of  the  exempt  activ¬ 
ities  of  the  parent  organization,  its  ex¬ 
emption  will  not  be  lost  because,  as  a 
matter  of  accounting  between  the  two 
organizations,  the  subsidiary  derives  a 
profit  from  its  dealings  with  its  parent 
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organization,  for  example,  a  subsidiary 
organization  which  is  operated  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  furnishing  electric  power 
used  by  its  parent  organization,  a  tax- 
exempt  educational  organization,  in 
carrying  on  its  educational  activities. 
However,  the  subsidiary  organization  is 
not  exempt  from  tax  if  it  is  operated  for 
the  primary  purpose  of  carrying  on  a 
trade  or  business  which  would  be  an  un¬ 
related  trade  or  business  (that  is,  unre¬ 
lated  to  exempt  activities)  if  regularly 
carried  on  by  the  parent  organization. 
For  example,  if  a  subsidiary  organization 
is  operated  primarily  for  the  purpose  of 
furnishing  electric  power  to  consumers 
other  than  its  parent  organization  (and 
the  parent’s  tax-exempt  subsidiary  or¬ 
ganizations)  ,  it  is  not  exempt  since  such 
business  would  be  an  unrelated  trade  or 
business  if  regularly  carried  on  by  the 
parent  organization.  Similarly,  if  the 
organization  is  owned  by  several  unre¬ 
lated  exempt  organizations,  and  is  op¬ 
erated  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing 
electric  power  to  each  of  them,  it  is  not 
exempt  since  such  business  would  be  an 
unrelated  trade  or  business  if  regularly 
carried  on  by  any  one  of  the  tax-exempt 
organizations.  For  purposes  of  this 
paragraph,  organizations  are  related 
only  if  they  consist  of — 

(1)  A  parent  organization  and  one  or 
more  of  its  subsidiary  organizations;  or 

(2)  Subsidiary  organizations  having  a 
common  parent  organization. 

An  exempt  organization  is  not  related  to 
another  exempt  organization  merely  be¬ 
cause  they  both  engage  in  the  same  type 
of  exempt  activities. 

Par.  3.  Section  1.512(b)  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (13)  to  section 
512(b)  and  by  adding  a  historical  note  at 
the  end  of  such  §  1.512  (b) .  These  added 
provisions  read  as  follows : 

§  1.512(b)  Statutory  provisions;  unre¬ 
lated  business  taxable  income;  ex¬ 
ceptions,  additions,  and  limitations. 

Sec.  512.  Unrelated  business  taxable  in¬ 
come.  •  *  • 

(b)  Exceptions,  additions,  and  limitations. 
The  exceptions,  additions,  and  limitations 
applicable  In  determining  unrelated  business 
taxable  Income  are  the  following: 

*  •  *  •  * 

(13)  In  the  case  of  a  trust — 

(A)  Created  by  virtue  of  the  provisions 
of  the  wUl  of  an  Individual  who  died  after 
August  16,  1954,  and  before  January  1,  1957, 

(B)  Which,  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of 
such  will,  is  a  limited  partner  In  a  partner¬ 
ship  created  under  the  laws  of  a  State  (1) 
providing  for  the  creation  of  limited  part¬ 
nerships,  and  (11)  under  which  a  limited 
partner  has  no  right  to  take  part  In  the 
control  of  the  business  without  becoming 
liable  as  a  general  partner, 

(C)  Which,  at  no  time  before  or  during  a 
taxable  year  of  the  partnership  ending  with¬ 
in  or  with  the  taxable  year  of  the  trust,  was 
(or  was  liable  as)  a  general  partner  In  such 
partnership,  and 

(D)  Which  Is  required  to  distribute  all  of 
Its  Income  (within  the  meaning  of  section 
643(b))  currently  exclusively  for  religious, 
charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educational 
purposes,  and  which  Is  required  to  distribute 
all  of  the  corpus  exclusively  for  such 
purposes. 

there  shall  be  excluded  its  share  (determined 
under  subsection  (c)  without  regard  to  this 
paragraph  and  paragraph  (11))  of  gross  In¬ 
come  of  the  partnership  as  such  limited 
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partner  and  of  the  partnership  deductions 
directly  connected  with  such  income,  but,  If 
such  share  of  gross  Income  exceeds  such 
share  of  deductions,  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  partnership  makes  distributions  during 
Its  taxable  year  which  are  attributable  to 
such  gross  Income.  For  purposes  of  the 
preceding  sentence  (1)  any  distribution  made 
after  the  close  of  a  partnership  taxable  year 
and  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the  fourth 
calendar  month  after  the  close  of  such  tax¬ 
able  year  shall  be  treated  as  made  on  the 
last  day  of  such  taxable  year,  and  (11)  dis¬ 
tributions  shall  be  treated  as  attributable 
first  to  gross  Income  other  than  gross  Income 
described  in  the  preceding  sentence,  and 
shall  be  properly  adjusted  (under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate) 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  reflect  capital  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  partnership  made  by  the 
trust,  Income  of  the  partnership  exempt  from 
tax  tinder  this  title,  and  other  items. 

[Sec.  512(b)  as  amended  by  Act  of  April  7, 
1958  (Public  Law  85-367,  72  Stat.  80)  ] 

Par.  4.  Section  1.6033  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (6)  and  (7)  of  sec¬ 
tion  6033  (b) ,  by  adding  a  new  paragraph 
(8)  to  section  6033(b),  and  by  adding  a 
historical  note.  These  amended  and 
added  provisions  read  as  follows : 

§  1.6033  Statutory  provisions;  returns 
by  exempt  organizations. 

Sec.  6033.  Returns  by  exempt  organisa¬ 
tions.  •  *  * 

(b)  Certain  organizations  described  in 
section  501(c)(3).  *  *  * 

(6)  Its  disbursements  out  of  principal  in 
the  current  and  prior  years  for  the  purposes 
for  which  it  Is  exempt, 

(7)  A  balance  sheet  showing  its  assets, 
liabilities,  and  net  worth  as  of  the  beginning 
of  such  year,  and 

<8)  The  total  of  the  contributions  and 
gifts  received  by  it  during  the  year. 

•  •  •  •  a 

[Sec.  6033  as  amended  by  sec.  75(b) ,  Techni¬ 
cal  Amendments  Act  1958  (72  Stat.  1661)] 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-240;  Filed,  Jan.  2,  1963; 
8:48  am.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Part  15  3 

[Docket  No.  14178;  FCC  63-14] 

RADIO  FREQUENCY  DEVICES 

Receiver  Certification  Seals;  Termina¬ 
tion  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  Pro¬ 
ceedings 

1.  On  June  30,  1961,  the  Commission 
issued  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
to  amend  Part  15  of  the  rules  with  regard 
to  receiver  certification  seals.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  amendment  was  to  make 
certificated  receivers  more  easily  identifi¬ 
able  to  prospective  purchasers. 

2.  Comments  in  response  to  the  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  were  received 
from: 

Electronic  Industries  Association  (EIA) . 
Electronic  Industries  Association  of  Japan 
(EIA- Japan). 

General  Electric  Company  (GE) . 

Heath  Company  (Heath) . 

Perma-Power  Company  (Perma) . 

Phllco  Corporation. 

Pilot  Radio  Corporation  (Pilot) . 

Sarkes  Tarzian,  Inc.  (Sarkes  Tarzlan) . 
Wells-Gardner  Electronics. 

Zenith  Radio  Corporation. 


3.  For  the  Commission’s  information, 
EIA  submitted  a  copy  of  RS-163,  receiver 
RF  radiation  label,  adopted  August  1956 
as  an  Industry  standard.  This  standard 
specifies  a  preferred  size  of  1  x  2V2  inches 
for  the  receiver  label  but  permits  the  size 
to  be  varied  when  necessary.  The  Com¬ 
mission^  notes  that  the  wording  in 
this  standard  may  also  have  various 
interpretations. 

4.  Seven  of  the  ten  comments  con¬ 
tained  objections  to  the  proposed  size  of 
the  certifying  label.  Reasons  for  the  ob¬ 
jections  were  that  the  proposed  size 
(1"  x  3")  was  too  big  for  the  smaller  re¬ 
ceivers  and  a  seal  of  this  size  would  not 
fit  on  one  panel  of  the  receiver,  and 
would  cover  ventilating  holes.  Several 
smaller  sizes  were  suggested.  EIA- Japan 
suggested  two  sizes — one  for  standard 
receivers  and  a  smaller  size  for  hand- 
carried  and  pocket  receivers.  Pilot 
pointed  out  that  the  lettering  size  also 
should  be  specified. 

5.  Six  comments  contained  objections 
to  the  proposed  placement  of  the  seal  on 
the  back  panel  of  the  receiver.  EIA, 
EIA- Japan,  Phllco,  Sarkes  Tarzian  and 
Wells-Gardner  maintained  that  locating 
the  seal  on  the  back  panel  would  detract 
and  mar  the  styling  of  receivers  having 
a  decorative  back  cover.  It  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  locating  the  seal  either  on 
the  back  panel  or  the  bottom  panel  be 
permitted  since  small  portable  sets  hav¬ 
ing  finished  back  covers  are  easily  han¬ 
dled,  thus  permitting  ready  inspection  of 
the  bottom  panel  as  well  as  the  back 
panel.  Pilot  objected  to  placement  of 
the  seal  on  the  back  panel  since  this 
space  is  already  overcrowded  with  “con¬ 
trols,  terminals,  fuses,  nomenclature  and 
other  items”,  and  suggested  mounting 
the  seal  inside  the  cabinet  where  there 
is  plenty  of  room  and  where  it  would  be 
readily  visible.  EIA  and  GE  contended 
that  permanently  placing  seals  on  the 
rear  panel  of  the  housings  or  racks  of 
commercial  receivers  and  those  receivers 
used  in  the  mobile  services  is  not  feasible 
since  receivers  are  readily  interchange¬ 
able  in  the  racks,  and  the  seal  and  its 
corresponding  receiver  might  easily  be 
separated.  They  suggested  that  the 
rules  permit  attaching  the  seal  directly 
to  an  accessible  area  of  the  receiver. 

6.  EIA  commented  that  the  proposed 
wording  for  the  seal  would  require  an 
Unpractically  large  seal  if  the  type  size 
were  large  enough  to  make  the  wording 
clearly  legible,  and  suggested  shortening 
the  wording  to  a  simple  statement.  EIA 
and  Zenith  suggested  deletion  of  word 
“radiation”  since  it  has  the  connotation 
of  nuclear  or  X-ray  radiation  to  many 
people.  Heath  suggested  additional  lan¬ 
guage  such  as  “*  •  *  kit  receiver  com¬ 
plies  with  FCC  radiation  limits  when 
assembled  exactly  according  to  instruc¬ 
tions.”  However,  we  believe  that  this 
information  could  be  included  in  the  kit 
assembly  instructions.  Perma  and  Wells- 
Gardner  also  commented  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  wording. 

7.  EIA,  Philco,  and  Wells-Gardner  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  proposed  requirement  that 
the  seal  be  of  a  color  which  contrasts 
with  the  color  of  the  cabinet,  since  this 
would  preclude  the  silk  screening  process 
which  is  essentially  a  single  color  opera- 


282 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


tion.  Furthermore,  this  requirement 
would  also  preclude  stamping  or  molding 
the  seal  into  the  cabinet. 

8.  In  addition  to  commenting  on  the 
proposed  rules,  EIA  and  Zenith  suggested 
that  the  Commission’s  rules  be  revised 
to  require  foreign  imported  receivers  to 
be  marked  as  evidence  of  compliance  with 
certification  requirements.  In  ‘general, 
the  Commission’s  technical  and  legal  re¬ 
quirements  are  not  more  nor  less  appli¬ 
cable  to  foreign  than  to  domestic  radio 
apparatus.  These  rules  apply  equally  to 
all  receivers  regardless  of  the  place  of 
manufacture. 

9.  Because  of  the  Commission’s  public 
notice  (FCC  61-680)  which  cautions 
prospective  purchasers  of  FM  and  TV 
receivers  to  buy  only  those  units  which 
carry  certifying  seals,  Perma  believes 
that  adverse  discrimination  results 
against  receivers  operating  outside  the 
band  30-890  Mc/s  which  are  not  required 
to  be  certificated.  Perma  suggests  that 
certification  be  permitted  for  these  re¬ 
ceivers  also.  The  Commission,  however, 
has  found  that  receivers  operating  out¬ 
side  the  30-890  Mc/s  band  are  not  an 
interference  problem  and  that  there  is 
no  need  for  their  regulation.  The  Com¬ 
mission  directs  attention  to  the  above- 
mentioned  public  notice  which  specifi¬ 
cally  admonishes  purchasers  against 
buying  FM  and  TV  receivers  which  have 
not  been  certificated. 

10.  We  have  considered  the  advisabil¬ 
ity  of  adopting  the  rules  in  the  light  of 
the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  prior  para¬ 
graphs  by  objecting  parties.  We  have 
particularly  taken  into  account  the  addi¬ 
tional  information  presented  regarding 
the  silk  screening  process  and  the  im¬ 
pressing  of  seals  in  plastic  cabinets.  It 
is  our  judgment,  upon  evaluation  of  the 
comments  and  data,  that  the  proposed 
rules  should  not  be  adopted  at  this  time. 


This  proceeding  is  therefore  terminated 
without  further  action. 

Adopted:  January  3, 1963. 

Released:  January  7,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-257;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:50  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  DANK 
DOARD 

[12  CFR  Part  522  1 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  SYSTEM; 
ORGANIZATION  OF  THE  BANKS 

[No.  16617] 

Proposed  Election  of  Directors 

December  28, 1962. 

Resolved  that,  pursuant  to  Part  508  of 
the  General  Regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  Part 
508) ,  it  is  hereby  proposed  that  §  522.25 
of  the  Regulations  for  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  System  be  amended  by  an 
amendment  the  substance  of  which  is  as 
follows: 

Section  522.25  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  522.25  Prohibition  of  actions  in¬ 
fluencing  votes. 

Neither  an  officer,  attorney,  employee, 
or  agent  of  the  Board  nor  a  Board  of 
Directors,  Executive  Committee,  officer, 
attorney,  employee,  or  agent  of  a  Bank 
shall  take  any  action  which  would  tend 
to  influence  votes  for  a  directorship  in  a 
Bank,  and  the  inclusion  by  any  person  in 


any  letter,  literature,  or  other  parapher¬ 
nalia,  of  language  or  any  presentation  in. 
cheating,  directly  or  indirectly,  that  the 
candidacy  of  any  person  for  an  elective 
directorship  has  the  support  of  the  Board 
or  of  an  officer,  attorney,  employee,  or 
agent  of  the  Board,  or  of  a  Bank  or  of  a 
Board  of  Directors,  Executive  Committee, 
officer,  attorney,  employee,  or  agent  of  a 
Bank  is  hereby  prohibited.  The  Board, 
after  hearing,  may  consider  a  violation 
of  the  provisions  of  this  section  as 
grounds  for  dismissal  from  a  director¬ 
ship  or  may  declare  the  directorship  in¬ 
volved  as  vacant,  or  both. 

(Sec.  17,  47  Stat.  736,  as  amended;  12  U.S.C. 
1437.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR. 
4981,  3  CFR,  1947  Supp.) 

Resolved  further  that  all  interested 
persons  are  hereby  given  the  opportunity 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  the  following  subjects  and  is¬ 
sues:  (1)  Whether  said  proposed  hmend- 
ment  should  be  adopted  as  proposed ;  (2) 
whether  said  proposed  amendment 
should  be  modified  and  adopted  as  modi¬ 
fied;  (3)  whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  rejected.  All  such  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  must  be 
received  through  the  mail  or  otherwise  at 
the  office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board,  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  Building,  101  Indiana  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not  later 
than  February  14,  1963,  to  be  entitled 
to  be  considered,  but  any  received  later 
may  be  considered  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Grenville  L.  Millard,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-241;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Delegation  of  Authority  91-B] 

DIRECTOR  OF  INTERNATIONAL 
SCIENTIFIC  AFFAIRS 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  section  4  of  the  Act  of  May  26, 1949 
(63  Stat.  Ill;  5  UJS.C.  151c),  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  Director  of  International 
Scientific  Affairs  of  the  Department  of 
State,  or -in  his  absence  to  the  officer  des¬ 
ignated  to  act  for  him,  the  performance 
of  all  the  functions  which  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  authorised  to  perform  pur¬ 
suant  to  and  under  the  authority  of 
section  13(a)  and  section  13(b)  (1)  and 
(2)  of  the  National  Science  Foundation 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended  (42  UJS.C.  1861- 
1875). 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  91-A, 
dated  October  23,  1961,  is  cancelled  and 
superseded  by  this  delegation. 

Dated:  October  11, 1962. 

[seal]  Dean  Rusk, 

Secretary  of  State . 

[Pit.  Doc.  63-244;  Filed.  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[Tb.  55798] 

DRAWBACK  ENTRIES 

Omission  of  Information  Which  Dupli¬ 
cates  Data  Contained  on  Support¬ 
ing  Notices  of  Exportation  and 
Notices  of  Lading 

January  3,  1963. 

The  Bureau,  as  stated  in  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  16, 
1962  (  27  F.R.  11325),  has  considered  a 
proposal  to  eliminate  the  repetition  on 
drawback  entries  of  information  which 
is  contained  on  documents  furnished  in 
support  of  such  entries. 

After  careful  consideration  of  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented  by  interested  per¬ 
sons,  it  has  been  concluded  that  there 
may  be  omitted  from  customs  Forms 
7573,  7575-A  and  B,  7579,  and  7583,  the 
data  required  under  the  headings  “Ex¬ 
porting  Vessel”  (or  similar  heading), 
“Date  of  Clearance”,  and  “Name  of  Ship¬ 
per”,  provided  such  data  is  shown  on 
customs  Forms  751 1-A  or  B,  Notice  of 
Exportation  of  Articles  with  Benefit  of 
Drawback,  or  on  customs  Form  7515, 
Notice  of  Lading  of  Supplies  or  Equip¬ 
ment  with  Benefit  of  Drawback,  which 
are  identified  on  the  drawback  entry  and 
filed  in  support  thereof.  In  each  such 
case  the  claimant  shall  be  required  to 
show  the  inclusive  dates  of  clearance 
covering  all  notices  of  exportation  and 
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notices  of  lading  identified  on  the  draw¬ 
back  entry. 

Pending  the  issuance  of  revised  cus¬ 
toms  Forms  7573,  7575-A  and  B,  7579, 
and  7583,  reflecting  the  foregoing 
changes,  the  data  specified  above  may 
be  omitted  from  drawback  entries  filed 
hereafter  on  the  current  forms.  In  such 
case  the  form  of  entry  shall  be  modified 
appropriately,  especially  with  respect  to 
the  required  showing  of  the  inclusive 
dates  of  clearance. 

There  are  occasions  where  the  quan¬ 
tity  and  description  of  exported  articles 
are  set  forth  on  notices  of  exportation 
and  notices  of  lading  in  such  detail  that 
on  the  drawback  entry  a  recapitulation 
of  the  totals  will  suffice  for  liquidation 
purposes  In  lieu  of  separately  itemizing 
on  the  entry  the  quantity  and  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  exported  articles  shown  on 
each  of  the  notices  of  exportation  and 
notices  of  lading  identified  on  the  .en¬ 
try.  It  has  been  concluded  that  such 
recapitulation  of  totals  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  on  drawback  entries  of  a  claim¬ 
ant,  when  in  the  judgment  of  a  collector 
of  customs,  based  on  experience  in  liqui¬ 
dating  drawback  entries  of  that  claim¬ 
ant,  future  drawback  entries  showing  re¬ 
capitulations  of  totals  can  be  processed 
without  endangering  the  revenue  or  ex¬ 
cessively  increasing  the  administrative 
burden  of  the  collector’s  office.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  each  claimant  who  desires  to  use 
the  foregoing  procedure  should  make 
application  therefor  to  the  collector  of 
customs  with  whom  it  files  drawback 
entries,  and  the  collector  shall  make  the 
determination  provided  for  above. 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-235;  Filed.  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[TJO.  55800] 

ATLANTIC  CEMENT  COMPANY,  INC. 

Notice  of  QuofHication  as  Citizen  of 
the  United  States 

January  3, 1963. 

This  is  to  give  notice  that  pursuant  to 
§  3.21,  Customs  Regulations,  issued  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  27A  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1920,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  September  2,  1958  (46 
U.S.C.  883-1) ,  the  Atlantic  Cement  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  of  300  Park  Avenue,  New 
York,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Delaware,  did  on  January  2, 
1963,  file  with  the  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms  in  duplicate  an  oath  for  qualifica¬ 
tion  of  a  corporation  as  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  following  the  form  of  oath 
prescribed  in  customs  Form.  1260. 

The  oath  shows  that: 

(a)  A  majority  of  the  officers  and  di¬ 
rectors  of  the  corporation  are  citizens 
of  the  United  States  (list  of  names,  home 
addresses.  Mid  citizenship  attached  to 
the  oath) ; 


(b)  Not  less  than  90  percent  of  the 
employees  of  the  corporation  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  the  United  States; 

(e)  The  corporation  is  engaged  pri¬ 
marily  in  a  manufacturing  or  mineral  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  United  States,  or  in  a  Ter¬ 
ritory,  District,  or  possession  thereof; 

(d>  The  aggregate  book  value  of  the 
vessels  owned  by  the  corporation  does 
not  exceed  10  percent  of  the  aggregate 
book  value  of  the  assets  of  the  corpora¬ 
tion;  and 

(e)  The  corporation  purchases  or  pro¬ 
duces  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
or  possessions  not  less  than  75  percent  of 
the  raw  materials  used  or  sold  in  its 
operations. 

The  Commissioner  of  Customs  having 
found  this  oath  to  be  in  compliance  with 
the  law  and  regulations,  on  January  3, 
1963;  issued  to  the  Atlantic  Cement 
Company,  Ine.,  a  certificate  of  compli¬ 
ance  on  customs  Form  1262  as  provided 
in  8  3.21  (i)  of  the  regulations.  The  cer¬ 
tificate  and  any  authorization  granted 
thereunder  will  expire  three  years  from 
the  date  thereof  unless  there  first  occurs 
a  change  in  the  corporate  status  requir¬ 
ing  a  report  under  3  3.21(h)  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations. 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[FJL  Doc.  63-236;  Piled.  Jan.  9,  1968; 

8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 
COMMONWEALTH  OF  PUERTO  RICO 

Use  of  Foreign  Flag  Vessels  for 
Carriage  of  Lumber 

The  Maritime  Administration  has  de¬ 
termined  that  any  submission,  seeking 
a  suspension  of  section  27  of  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Act,  1920  (46  UJ3.C.  883) 
filed  pursuant  to  Public  Law  87-877  to 
permit  the  use  of  foreign  flag  vessels  for 
the  carriage  of  lumber  to  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  will  be  recognized 
as  an  application  provided  the  following 
information  is  included  in  such  submis¬ 
sion: 

1.  Type  of  lumber  that  the  applicant 
wishes  to  ship. 

2.  The  monthly  and  total  quantity  of 
lumber  expected  to  be  shipped. 

3.  The  proposed  port  or  ports  of  load¬ 
ing. 

4.  The  proposed  port  or  ports  of  dis¬ 
charge. 

5.  A  statement  indicating  whether 
firm  contracts  of  sale  for  the  lumber 
have  been  consummated,  and  if  not, 
what  plans  the  applicant  has  for  sale 
or  disposition  of  the  lumber. 

6.  A  summary  statement  of  the  efforts 
of  the  applicant  to  secure  space  on  do¬ 
mestic  vessels  for  the  transportation  of 
the  lumber,  including: 


283 


284 


NOTICES 


(a)  Carriers  contacted  and  method  of 
communication ; 

(b)  Terms  requested  and/or  offered, 
i.e.,  berth,  f.i.o.,  etc.; 

(c)  Minimnms  offered  and/or  re¬ 
quired;  and 

(d)  Time  for  shipment  requested 
and/or  offered. 

7.  A  summary  of  efforts  made  by  the 
applicant  to  determine  a  foreign  flag 
rate  which  would  be  charged  for  the 
transportation  of  the  lumber  involved, 
including  all  of  the  items  listed  in  Item 
6  above. 

Dated:  January  8,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tor. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-337;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:52  am.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  11076] 

TRANSPORTES  AEREOS  NACIONALES, 
S.A.  AND  PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD 
AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  public  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding,  now 
assigned  to  be  held  on  January  14,  1963, 
is  hereby  postponed  to  February  12, 
1963,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  Room  911,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  Connecticut  and  Florida 
Avenues  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  4, 1963. 

[seal]  William  F.  Cusick, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-249;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:49  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

INSTITUTIONS  OF  HIGHER 
EDUCATION 

Cutoff  Date  for  Filing  Applications  for 
Federal  Capital  Contributions 

As  previously  indicated  in  a  circular 
letter  dated  November  23,  1962,  to  the 
concerned  colleges  and  universities,  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1963,  is  the  date  on  or  before 
which  all  applications  for  Federal  Capi¬ 
tal  Contributions  from  States’  allotments 
or  reallotments  under  Title  n  of  the 
National  Defense  Education  Act  of  1958 
(Pub.  Law  85-864,  as  amended,  72  Stat. 
1583,  20  U.S.C.  421)  must  be  filed  by 
institutions  of  higher  education  in  order 
to  be  considered  for  payments  from  the 
appropriation  for  such  purpose  in  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Appropriation  Act,  1964. 


All  applications  shall  be  submitted  to: 
Student  Financial  Aid  Branch,  Division 
of  College  and  University  Assistance, 
Bureau  of  Educational  Assistance  Pro¬ 
grams,  Office  of  Education,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 

Applications  received  by  mail  will  be 
considered  filed  as  of  the  date  of  post¬ 
mark. 

Forms  for  Application  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  above  address. 

Dated:  December  31,  1962. 

[seal]  Francis  Keppel, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  January  7, 1963. 

Anthony  J.  Celebrezze, 

Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-242;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENER6Y  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  115-5] 

LA  CROSSE  BOILING  WATER 
REACTOR  PROJECT 

Designation  of  Members  of  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board 

A  notice  of  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
was  issued  December  21,  1962,  directing 
that  a  hearing  be  held  at  10:00  a.m., 
c.s.t.,  on  January  24,  1963,  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  Room,  U.S.  Post 
Office  and  District  Court  Building,  La 
Crosse,  Wisconsin,  to  consider  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  construction  authorization  to 
Allis-Chalmers  Manufacturing  Company, 
1205  South  70th  Street,  West  Allis,  Wis¬ 
consin,  to  construct  the  La  Crosse  Boiling 
Water  Reactor.  The  notice  provided 
that  the  hearing  will  be  conducted  by  an 
atomic  safety  and  licensing  board  com¬ 
posed  of  three  members  who  will  be  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  191  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (Public  Law  87-615). 
The  members  of  the  atomic  safety  and 
licensing  board  have  now  been  selected 
as  provided  in  the  notice  of  hearing. 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Arthur  W.  Murphy, 
20  Exchange  Place,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Dr. 
Eugene  Greuling,  Duke  University,  Dur¬ 
ham,  North  Carolina,  and  Mr.  Hugh 
Paxton,  Los  Alamos  Scientific  Labora¬ 
tory,  Los  Alamos,  New  Mexico,  are  here¬ 
by  designated  as  members  of  the  atomic 
safety  and  licensing  board  to  consider 
the  issues  specified  in  the  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing  and  to  conduct  the  hearing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions,  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  and  the 
requirements  of  law.  Mr.  Murphy  will 
act  as  Chairman  of  said  board. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  4th 
day  of  January  1963. 

For  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Woodford  B.  McCool, 
Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-207;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  14318, 14319;  FCC  63M-11] 

COLUMBIA  BASIN  MICROWAVE  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Columbia  Basin 
Microwave  Company,  for  renewal  of  the 
license  for  Station  KOY40,  a  facility  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point 
Microwave  Radio  Service  at  Ephrata, 
Washington,  Docket  No.  14318,  File  No. 
1464-C1-R-61 ;  for  consent  to  assignment 
of  the  license  for  Station  KOY40,  a 
facility  in  the  Domestic  Public  Point-to- 
Point  Microwave  Radio  Service  at 
Ephrata,  Washington  from  Patricia 
Hughes,  d/b  as  Columbia  Basin  Micro- 
wave  Company  to  Columbia  Basin  Micro- 
wave  Company,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  14319, 
File  No.  4082-C1-AL-61. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration: 

(a)  His  Order,  released  February  6, 
1962  (FCC  62M-169) ,  wherein  he  granted 
a  motion  for  continuance  filed  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  insofar  as  it  requested  that  the 
hearing  be  postponed  until  such  time  as 
the  Commission  shall  have  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  act  upon  a  proposed  petition 
for  reconsideration  and  grant  without 
hearing;  and 

(b)  An  Order  of  the  Commission,  re¬ 
leased  December  18, 1962  (FCC  62-1311), 
wherein  the  petition  for  reconsideration 
and  grant  filed  by  the  applicant  on  No¬ 
vember  13, 1962,  was  denied; 

It  appearing  that  under  these  circum-„ 
stances  the  hearing  on  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Commission’s  Order  of  desig¬ 
nation,  released  October  30,  1961  (FCC 
61-1241),  should  proceed  promptly;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Ex¬ 
aminer  has  been  advised  informally  by 
r  counsel  for  the  applicant  that  he  felt  a 
further  prehearing  conference  would  be 
useful  and  would  expedite  the  hearing 
when  held; 

It  is  ordered.  This  3d  day  of  January 
1963,  that  the  hearing  herein  is  resched¬ 
uled  to  commence  on  January  23,  1963, 
at  10:00  a.m.,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  that  a 
further  prehearing  conference  is  sched¬ 
uled  for  January  8„  1963,  at  9:00  a.m.,  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  4, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-260;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:51  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  14341  etc.;  FCC  63Rr-8] 

COLLIER  ELECTRIC  CO.  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Collier  Electric 
Company,  Fort  Morgan,  Colorado,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  14341,  File  No.  848-C1-R-61, 


Thursday ,  January  10,  1963 

etc.;  for  renewal  of  licenses  for  stations 
in  the  Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point 
Microwave  Radio  Service. 

1.  The  Common  Carrier  Bureau  re¬ 
quests  that  the  hearing  issues  in  this 
proceeding  be  amended  to  require  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  in  the  Laramie  Community  TV 
Company  proceeding  (Docket  No.  14552) 
as  to  the  character  qualifications  of 
Laramie  Community  TV  Company.1 
Frontier  Broadcasting  Company,  a  party 
with  respect  to  renewal  of  one  of  the 
licenses,  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau  sup¬ 
port  the  request.  Collier  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  has  filed  no  opposition  to  this  peti¬ 
tion. 

2.  By  Order  (FCC  61-1248,  released 
October  30,  1961)  the  Commission  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  the  above-captioned 
applications  of  Collier  Electric  Company 
for  renewal  of  licenses  for  stations  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Point-to-Point  Micro- 
wave  Radio  Service  serving  community 
antenna  television  systems  in  Sterling, 
Colorado,  and  Sidney,  Kimball,  Alliance, 
and  Gering,  Nebraska.  The  issues  to  be 
determined  at  the  hearing  include  the 
public  need  for  this  common  carrier 
service,  past  business  activities  of  Collier, 
and  Collier’s  alleged  involvement  in  un¬ 
lawful  or  discriminatory  practices. 

3.  By  Order  (FCC  62-250,  released 
March  5,  1962)  the  Commission  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  in  another  proceeding 
the  mutually-exclusive  applications  of 
Laramie  Community  TV  Company, 
which  is  a  Division  of  Collier  Community 
TV  Company,  Inc.  (Laramie  TV),  and 
Albany  Electronics,  Inc.  (Albany),  for 
construction  permits  for  VHF  translator 
stations  to  serve  Laramie,  and  Tie  Siding, 
Wyoming.  The  issues  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing  require  a  determination  as  to 
whether  Laramie  TV’s  proposed  trans¬ 
lators  are  designed  primarily  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  Albany  translators, 
whether  Laramie  TV  has  made  willful 
misrepresentations  to  the  Commission  in 
contending  that  it  was  forced  because  of 
technical  reasons  to  file  for  operation  on 
channels  causing  serious  adjacent  inter¬ 
ference  to  Albany’s  channels,  and,  if  so, 
whether  Laramie  TV  possesses  the 
requisite  character  qualifications  to  be  a 
licensee.  At  a  hearing  session  in  the 
Laramie  proceeding  on  July  19,  1962, 
Karl  O.  Krummel,  one  of  the  general 
partners  of  Collier,  testified  that  Laramie 
TV  was  wholly  owned,  operated,  and 
controlled  by  Collier.  He  disclosed  that 
Laramie  TV  was  one  of  six  TV  systems 
owned  by  Collier  Community  TV  Co.  and 
that  all  of  the  stock  of  Collier  Commu¬ 
nity  TV  Co.  was  owned  by  Collier. 
Krummel  further  testified  that  he  and 
J.  E.  Collier,  the  other  general  partner 
of  Collier,  were  involved  in  all  of  the 
activities  of  Laramie  TV  including  gen¬ 
eral  supervisory  duties,  policy  making 
decisions,  and  all  matters  concerning  the 

1  Before  the  Review  Board  for  considera¬ 
tion  are  (1)  a  petition  to  change  issues,  filed 
by  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau  on  October 
22,  1962;  (2)  a  statement  in  support  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  change  issues,  filed  toy  Frontier 
Broadcasting  Company  on  November  6. 1962; 
and  (3)  a  statement  in  support  of  petition 
to  change  issues,  filed  by  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  on  November  6,  1962. 
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services  requested  in  the  Laramie  appli¬ 
cation. 

4.  Since  it  has  been  established  in  the 
Laramie  proceeding  that  the  principals 
of  Laramie  TV  and  Collier  are  the  same, 
the  resolution  of  the  character  qualifica¬ 
tion  issues  in  that  proceeding  may  be 
material  to  the  outcome  of  the  instant 
proceeding.  However,  petitioner  did  not 
file  the  instant  petition  beyond  the  pe¬ 
riod  prescribed  by  §  1.141  of  the  rules. 
Although  petitioner  bases  its  request  on 
testimony  given  on  July  19,  1962,  show¬ 
ing  the  relationship  between  Collier  and 
Laramie  TV,  it  did  not  file  its  instant 
request  until  October  22,  1962.  No  cir-  ' 
cumstances  are  alleged  by  petitioner 
which  justify  the  undue  length  of  time 
between  this  testimony  and  the  filing 
date.  It  is  therefore  apparent  that  the 
instant  request  must  be  denied  as  un¬ 
timely.  However,  in  view  of  the  mate¬ 
riality  of  the  character  qualifications 
issue  in  the  Laramie  proceeding  to  the 
public  interest  determination  in  the 
instant  proceeding,  it  appears  appropri¬ 
ate  to  amend  the  issue  in  this  proceeding 
on  our  own  motion.  The  amended  issue 
is  in  substance  the  same  as  that  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  3d  day 
of  January  1963,  That  the  Motion  to 
Change  Issues,  filed  by  the  Common  Car¬ 
rier  Bureau  on  October  22,  1962  is  de¬ 
nied;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Issue  (e)  in 
this  proceeding  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  on  the  foregoing  issues 
and  in  light  of  the  Commission’s  findings 
and  conclusions  with  respect  to  Laramie 
Community  TV  Company  and  its  prin¬ 
cipals  in  Docket  No.  14552,  whether  a 
grant  of  any  or  all  of  the  captioned  ap¬ 
plications  to  Collier  Electric  Company 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience  or  necessity. 

Released:  January  7,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-261;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  am.] 

[Docket  Noe.  14739,  14740;  FCC  63R-3] 

EDINA  CORP.  AND  TEDESCO,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Edina  Corp., 
Edina,  Minnesota,  Docket  No.  14739,  File 
No.  BP-14018;  Tedesco,  Inc.,  Blooming¬ 
ton,  Minnesota,  Docket  No.  14740,  File 
No.  BP-15272;  for  construction  permits. 

1.  Edina  Corp.  requests  enlargement  of 
the  issues  in  this  proceeding  or  reconsid¬ 
eration  by  the  Review  Board  of  its  action 
denying  a  similar  request  in  a  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order  released 
October  16,  1962,  24  RR  479.  Edina 
Corp.  contends  that  the  actions  of  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  in  connection  with  the  appli¬ 
cation  for  assignment  of  license  of 
Station  KBLO  (now  KZNG)  Hot 
Springs,  Arkansas  (BAL-4186)  reflect 
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adversely  on  Tedesco  Inc.’s  qualifications 
to  be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission.1  The 
Broadcast  Bureau  supports  Edina  Corp.’s 
petition;  Tedesco,  Inc.,  opposes  it. 

2.  The  background  facts  may  be 
briefly  summarized  as  follows:  Station 
KBLO,  Hot  Springs,  Arkansas  was  in 
bankruptcy  when  it  was  purchased  on 
November  17,  1960,  by  Tedesco,  Inc.,  the 
sale  conditioned,  of  course,  upon  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission.  Tedesco,  Inc.  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  assignment  of  license 
(BAL-4186)  on  March  22,  1961.  Pending 
resolution  of  other  matters  affecting 
Tedesco,  Inc.’s  qualifications  to  be  a 
licensee  of  the  Commission,2  the  Com¬ 
mission  withheld  action  on  the  KBLO 
assignment  application.  As  a  result,  the 
sale  to  Tedesco,  Inc.  was  cancelled  and 
Tedesco,  Inc.  was  surcharged  for  the 
losses  which  the  station’s  operation  in¬ 
curred  during  the  period  from  November 
17,  1960  to  August  29,  1961,  the  date  of 
the  Order  of  the  Referee  in  Bankruptcy 
cancelling  the  sale.  On  October  12, 1961, 
pursuant  to  the  request  of  the  Trustee  in 
Bankruptcy,  the  Commission  dismissed 
the  application  for  assignment  of 
KBLO’s  license  to  Tedesco,  Inc.  The 
Order  of  the  Referee  in  Bankruptcy  can¬ 
celling  the  sale  and  surcharging  Tedesco, 
Inc.  was  appealed  by  Tedesco,  Inc.  and 
affirmed  by  the  District  Court.  In  the 
Matter  of  Hot  Springs  Broadcasting,  Inc., 
207  F.  Supp.  303,  24  RR  2011  (1962)  (W. 
Dist.  Ark.,  Hot  Springs  Division).  On 
August  28,  1962,  the  Referee  in  Bank¬ 
ruptcy’s  Order  was  modified  to  reflect  an 
agreement  between  Tedesco,  Inc.  and  the 
Trustee  in  Bankruptcy  which  provided, 
inter  alia,  that  a  further  appeal  by 
Tedesco,  Inc.  would  be  dismissed. 

3.  On  August  20,  1962,  Edina  Corp. 
filed  a  petition  to  enlarge  the  issues 
which  requested,  inter  alia,  addition  of 
a  character  qualifications  issue  as  to  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  Edina  Corp.  cited  the  Order 
of  the  Referee  in  Bankruptcy  cancelling 
the  sale  of  Station  KBLO  and  surcharg¬ 
ing  Tedesco,  Inc.  for  the  losses  incurred 
during  the  pendency  of  the  assignment 
application.  The  Referee’s  Order  stated 
that  Tedesco,  Inc.  had  not  acted  “in 
good  faith”  with  the  Trustee  in  Bank¬ 
ruptcy.  In  an  opposition  filed  Septem¬ 
ber  4,  1962,  Tedesco,  Inc.  contended  that 
the  essence  of  the  Referee’s  Order  was 
that  the  delay  in  Commission  action  on 
the  assignment  application  was  charge¬ 
able  to  Tedesco,  Inc.;  that  Tedesco, 
Inc.’s  delay  in  filing  the  assignment  ap¬ 
plication  was  in  fact  due  to  corporate 
reorganization;  that,  as  noted  above,  the 
delay  in  Commission  action  resulted 
from  a  collateral  inquiry;  and  that  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  was  appealing  the  decision 
and  was  confident  of  reversal.  In  a 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  re¬ 
leased  October  16,  1962,  24  RR  479,  the 
-Review  Board  denied  Edina  Corp.’s  re¬ 
quest  for  a  character  qualifications  issue 
as  to  Tedesco,  Inc.,  holding  that  Edina 

1  Before  the  Review  Board  for  considera¬ 
tion  are:  Edina  Corp.’s  petition  filed  on  No¬ 
vember  14,  1962  and  pleadings  properly  and 
timely  filed  in  response  thereto. 

*  See  Franklin  Broadcasting  Company, 
FCC  61-955,  released  August  3,  1961  and  22 
RR  880  (1962). 
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Corp.  had  failed  to  allege  sufficient  facts 
to  warrant  inquiry  into  the  matter. 

4.  Edina  Corp.  now  requests  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  the  issues  or  reconsideration  of 
the  above-described  Review  Board  ac¬ 
tion.  Edina  Corp.’s  petition  is  based  pri¬ 
marily  on  the  now  available  District 
Court  opinion,  which  raises  serious  ques¬ 
tions  affecting  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  qualifica¬ 
tions  to  be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission. 
The  District  Court  affirmed  the  Referee’s 
order  surcharging  Tedesco,  Inc.,  after 
careful  consideration  of  the  entire  rec¬ 
ord.  The  Court  found  that  Tedesco,  Inc. 
“exercised  rights  of  ownership  over  Sta¬ 
tion  KBLO  from  November  17,  I960’’; 
that  between  November  17, 1960  and  Au¬ 
gust  29, 1961,  Tedesco,  Inc.  “increasingly 
asserted  its  authority  over  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  radio  station”;  and  that 
“the  Trustee,  although  operating  the 
radio  station  during  the  interim  pe¬ 
riod  *  *  *  had  no  discretion  as  to  policy 
making,  which  managerial  prerogative 
had  been  taken  over  completely”  by  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  Edina  Corp.  contends  that 
the  District  Court’s  findings  in  and  of 
themselves  require  inquiry  into  whether 
Tedesco,  Inc.,  in  its  relationship  to  Sta¬ 
tion  KBLO  during  the  period  from  No¬ 
vember  17,  1960  until  August  29,  1961, 
violated  section  310(b)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act.  Edina  Corp.  also  contends 
that  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  attempts  to  conceal 
certain  aspects  of  the  Court’s  opinion 
from  the  Commission3  reflect  adversely 
on  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  qualifications. 

5.  Tedesco,  Inc.  opposes  Edina  Corp.’s 
petition,  first  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
untimely  filed.4  Secondly,  Tedesco,  Inc. 
contends  that  it  did  not  assume  legal 
control  over  Station  KBLO.  Attached 
to  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  opposition  are  vari¬ 
ous  affidavits  which  attempt  to  refute 
the  findings  of  the  District  Court.  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  contends  that  Edina  Corp. 
has  merely  recited  language  from  the 
Court’s  opinion  which  uses  the  word 
“control”  but  has  failed  to  show  that 
any  control  over  Station  KBLO  has  been 
exercised  by  Tedesco,  Inc.  “in  the  sense 
of  the  word  as  used  in  Commission  de¬ 
cisions”.  As  pointed  out  by  Edina  Corp. 
in  reply,  however,  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  alle¬ 
gations  are  in  turn  contradicted  by  evi¬ 
dence  which  already  appears  in  the 
KBLO  license  file.  Finally,  Tedesco,  Inc. 
contends  that  any  “assistance”  Tedesco, 
Inc.  gave  the  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy  was 
rendered  in  its  capacity  as  prospective 
purchaser  of  a  bankrupt  station;  that 
“in  most  cases”  a  Trustee  is  not  an  ex¬ 
perienced  broadcaster;  and  that  such 
practices  have  received  the  legal  sanc¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission.  In  this  case, 
however,  the  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy  was 


3  Edina  Corp.  appears  to  contend  that  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  was  the  only  party  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  had  the  District  Court  opin¬ 
ion  available  to  it  during  the  pendency  of 
its  August  20  petition  and  nevertheless 
failed  to  advise  the  Commission  that  such 
opinion  contained  findings  of  a  more  seri¬ 
ous  nature  than  those  made  by  the  Referee 
in  Bankruptcy. 

4  The  District  Court  opinion  did  not  ap¬ 
pear  in  the  Pike  &  Fischer  service  until  after 
October  24,  1962.  Since  Edina  Corp.’s  peti¬ 
tion  was  filed  on  November  14,  1962,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  Edina  Corp.  has  acted  diligently 
in  prosecuting  this  entire  matter. 


the  General  Manager  of  Station  KBLO, 
and  Tedesco,  Inc.  has  not  satisfactorily 
explained  why  or  to  what  extent  the 
Trustee  required  the  assistance  of  Te¬ 
desco,  Inc.  in  managing  the  station. 

6.  The  findings  of  the  District  Court, 
if  demonstrated  to  be  supported  by  sub¬ 
stantial  evidence,  raise  grave  questions 
concerning  the  possibility  of  violation  of 
section  310(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  by  Tedesco,  Inc.  The  response  of 
Tedesco,  Inc.  to  Edina  Corp.’s  petition 
fails  to  satisfactorily  resolve  the  many 
issues  raised  by.  Edina  Corp.’s  request. 
The  Review  Board  concludes  that  only 
a  full  evidentiary  hearing  on  this  entire 
matter  will  permit  development  of  the 
facts  and  resolution  of  the  question  of 
Tedesco,  Inc.’s  qualifications.  Addition 
of  an  issue  looking  toward  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  character  qualifi¬ 
cations  will  permit  development  of  a 
complete  record  on  all  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  Tedesco, 
Inc.’s  actions  with  respect  to  Station 
KBLO.  Inquiry  is  warranted  into  the 
circumstances  surrounding  the  filing  of 
the  KBLO  assignment  application;  the 
appeals  from  the  orders  of  the  Referee 
in  Bankruptcy  and  the  District  Court; 
and  Tedesco,  Inc.’s  representations  to 
the  Commission  with  respect  to  Edina 
Corp.’s  petitions  of  August  20  and  No¬ 
vember  14, 1962. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  2d  day 
of  January  1963,  that  the  petition  for 
enlargement  of  issues  filed  by  Edina 
Corp.  on  November  14,  1962,  is  granted; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  (FCC  62-845),  released  July  31, 
1962,  designating  the  above  captioned 
applications  for  hearing  is  amended  by 
addition  of  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  all  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  applica¬ 
tion  by  Tedesco,  Inc.  for  assignment  of 
license  of  Station  KBLO,  Hot  Springs, 
Arkansas  (BAL-4186),  and  appeals  and 
pleadings  related  thereto; 

(b)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  forego¬ 
ing  issue,  whether  Tedesco,  Inc.  has 
violated  section  310(b)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended; 

(c)  To  determine,  with  particular 
reference  to  the  evidence  adduced  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  foregoing  issues,  whether 
Tedesco,  Inc.  possesses  the  requisite 
character  qualifications  to  be  a  licensee 
of  the  Commission. 

Released:  January  7,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-262;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14733;  FCC  63R-10] 

HUDSON  VALLEY  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  (WEOK) 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Hudson  Valley 
Broadcasting  Corp.  (WEOK),  Pough¬ 


keepsie,  New  York,  Docket  No.  14733, 
File  No.  BP-14590;  for  construction  per¬ 
mit. 

1.  The  Review  Board  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  Motion  for  Modification  of 
Issues  in  this  proceeding  filed  by  Hud¬ 
son  Valley  Broadcasting  Corp.  (WEOK) 
on  November  19, 1962,  and  the  Broadcast 
Bureau’s  response  thereto,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  3, 1962. 

2.  Movant  requests  that  Issue  41  be 
modified  to  add  language  concerning  a 
waiver  with  respect  to  the  requirements 
of  §  3.24(b)  of  the  rules.  In  support,  it 
states  that  it  was  assumed  that  “waiver” 
considerations  were  appropriate  without 
an  express  waiver  suffix  to  the  issue;  but 
that,  in  light  of  the  Memorandum  Opin¬ 
ion  and  Order  in  the  case  of  Wright  and 
Maltz,  Inc.  (WBRB) ,  24  RR  429  (re¬ 
leased  October  22, 1962)  it  appears  that  a 
waiver  suffix  to  the  §  3.24(b)  issue  is  at 
least  appropriate,  if  not  required;  and 
that  it  was  not  until  this  ruling  was  read 
by  applicant’s  counsel  on  November  14, 
1962  that  applicant  was  aware  that  the 
present  motion  was  desirable. 

3.  The  Broadcast  Bureau,  in  its  re¬ 
sponse,  states  that  movant  has  not  shown 
good  cause  for  its  late  filing  of  the  mo¬ 
tion,  as  required  by  §  1.141  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  In  support,  it  states 
that  the  Designation  Order  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  3, 1962,  and  thus  the 
motion  should  have  been  filed  within  15 
days  of  that  date,  as  required  by  the 
rule;  that  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
statement  that  it  was  unaware  of  the 
necessity  of  a  waiver  clause  until  release 
of  the  aforementioned  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  it  should  be  noted 
that  as  early  as  July  10,  1961,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  Strafford  Broadcasting  Corp. 
(WWNH)  21  RR  793,  added  waiver  lan¬ 
guage  to  a  §  3.24(b)  issue;  and  that 
therefore  the  applicant  has  not  made  the 
requisite  showing  under  §  1.141  of  the 
rules.  However,  the  Bureau  suggests 
that,  in  light  of  the  holdings  in  the 
above-mentioned  cases,  the  Review 
Board,  on  its  own  motion,  should  modify 
the  issues  as  requested. 

4.  The  Review  Board  is  in  agreement 
with  the  Broadcast  Bureau  that  movant 
has  not  shown  good  cause  for  its  tardi¬ 
ness  in  filing  its  request  for  modification 
of  issues,  and  that,  therefore  the  motion 
should  be  denied,  but  the  Board  will,  on 
its  own  motion,  modify  Issue  4  as 
requested. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  This  3d  day 
of  January  1963,  that  the  Motion  for 
Modification  of  Issues  filed  by  Hudson 
Valley  Broadcasting  Corp.  (WEOK)  is 
denied;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  On  the  Board’s 
own  motion,  that  Issue  4  is  modified  to 
read  as  follows: 

4.  To  determine  because  of  interfer¬ 
ence  received,  whether  the  nighttime 
proposal  of  Station  WEOK  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  requirements  of  §  3.24(b) 


1  Issue  4  reads  as  follows: 

4.  To  determine  because  of  Interference 
received,  whether  the  nighttime  proposal  of 
Station  WEOK  would  be  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  {3.24(b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 


Thursday ,  January  10,  1963 
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and,  if  not,  whether  circumstances  exist 
warranting  waiver  of  the  rule. 

Released:  January  7,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc-  63-263;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  am.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12680,  12681;  FCC  63-19] 

KANSAS  BROADCASTERS,  INC.,  AND 
SAUNA  RADIO,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

In  re  applications  of  Kansas  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.,  Salina,  Kansas,  Docket  No. 
12680,  File  No.  BP-11527;  Salina  Radio, 
Inc.,  Salina,  Kansas,  Docket  No.  12681, 
File  No.  BP-11802;  for  construction 
permits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  “Petition  for  Reconsid¬ 
eration”,  filed  August  29,  1962,  by  Kan¬ 
sas  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  together  with  re¬ 
sponsive  pleadings  filed  by  Salina  Radio, 
Inc.,  and  KJSK,  Inc. 

2.  Kansas’  petition  is  directed  to  the 
Commission’s  Decision  adopted  July  25, 
1962  (33  FCC  108,  23  RR  1109)  granting 
the  application  of  Salina  Radio  for  a 
new  Class  m  standard  broadcast  station 
at  Salina,  Kansas,  and  denying  Kansas’ 
application  for  the  same  facilities. 
Therein,  the  Commission  concluded  that 
Kansas  had  failed  to  meet  its  burden  of 
proving  that  it  would  comply  with  §  3.28 
(d)  (3)  of  the  rules  (the  10  percent  rule) , 
and  had  failed  to  establish  sufficient 
basis  for  waiver  of  such  rule.  Because 
Kansas  was  thereby  disqualified,  the 
Commission  granted  Salina’s  application, 
Salina  having  previously  been  found  to 
be  basically  qualified. 

3.  Kansas  urges,  as  to  its  own  applica¬ 
tion,  that  it  adequately  met  its  burden 
of  proving  compliance  with  the  10  per¬ 
cent  rule,  or,  alternatively,  that  waiver 
thereof  is  warranted.  As  to  Salina’s  ap¬ 
plication,  Kansas  contends  that  Salina 
should  be  disqualified  for  violation  of 
§  3.35  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  overlap  between  its  proposed 
service  area  and  that  of  Station  KVGB, 
in  view  of  the  degree  of  common  owner¬ 
ship  of  KVGB,  Inc.,  and  Salina  Radio. 
Alternatively,  Kansas  asks  that  further 
hearing  be  held  to  determine  Salina 
Radio’s  compliance  with  §  3.35  of  the 
rules. 

4.  The  facts  of  record  concerning  the 
multiple  ownership  question  are  these: 
Grover  Cobb,  vice-president,  director, 
and  45 -percent  owner  of  Salina  Radio, 
is  20.9-percent  owner  and  vice-president 
of  KVGB,  Inc.,  and  general  manager  of 
Station  KVGB,  Great  Bend,  Kansas. 
KVGB  and  the  Salina  proposal  involve 
both  0.5  mv/m  and  2.0  mv/m  overlap. 
The  0.5  mv/m  overlap  area  contains 
90,000  persons,  representing  45  percent 
of  the  population  and  55.6  percent  of  the 
area  within  Salina  Radio’s  proposed  in¬ 
terference-free  contour  and  37  percent 
of  the  population  within  KVGB’s  inter¬ 
ference-free  contour.  2.0  mv/m  overlap 
embraces  a  maximum  area  of  396  square 


miles  and  5,700  persons.  From  9  to  18 
other  stations  render  primary  service 
to  the  overlap  area,  and  neither  Salina 
Radio  nor  KVGB  would  serve  the  com¬ 
munity  of  the  other. 

5.  Salina  Radio  urges  in  response  that 
throughout  this  proceeding  the  overlap 
question  has  been  treated  as  of  signifi¬ 
cance  only  under  the  comparative  issue, 
and  that  Kansas’  request  for  addition 
of  a  §  3.35  issue  comes  far  too  late.  Sa¬ 
lina  further  contends  that  Cobb  controls 
neither  KVGB  nor  Salina,  and  that 
“there  is  no  possibility  of  a  dynastic  con¬ 
centration  of  ownership  interests.”  Sa¬ 
lina  also  points  out  that  Kansas  has  not 
alleged  any  connection  between  KVGB 
and  Salina  in  the  areas  of  advertising 
and  programming. 

6.  The  Commission  agrees  with  Salina 
that  Kansas’  request  for  the  addition  of 
a  multiple  ownership  issue  is  manifestly 
untimely,  coming  as  it  does  after  final 
decision,  and  that  portion  of  its  petition 
requesting  further  hearing  on  a  §  3.35 
issue  will  be  denied.  Were  there  no  more 
involved  here  than  conflicting  private 
claims,  further  consideration  of  this 
matter  would  be  unnecessary.  However, 
the  facts  present  here  raise  an  important 
public  interest  question  involving  the 
basic  qualifications  of  Salina  Radio,  a 
question  deemed  paramount  to  the  pri¬ 
vate  interests  of  the  parties  and  to  the 
public  interest  consideration  favoring 
expeditious  completion  of  adjudicatory 
proceedings.  Thus,  Salina’s  claim  that 
Cobb  controls  neither  KVGB  nor  Salina 
is  not  supported,  for  he  conceded  that 
he  exercises  authority  over  the  KVGB 
operation  and  that  he  would  be  consulted 
on  policy  matters  affecting  Salina. 
While  Kansas  has  not  alleged  a  connec¬ 
tion  between  KVGB  and  Salina  in  the 
areas  of  advertising  and  programming, 
Salina  has  not  denied  such  a  connection, 
and  the  record  provides  no  basis  for  a 
conclusion  either  way.  In  view  of  the 
foregoing  we  will,  on  our  own  motion, 
reopen  the  record  to  determine  Salina 
Radio’s  compliance  with  §  3.35  (a)  and 
(b)  of  the  rules;  see  Sheffield  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.,  33  FCC  77,  21  RR  514j  (1962). 

7.  That  portion  of  Kansas’  petition 
challenging  the  Commission’s  conclu¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  Kansas’  failure  to 
prove  compliance  with  the  10  percent 
rule  is  essentially  a  reargument  of  mat¬ 
ters  considered  fully  by  the  Commission 
in  reaching  its  decision.  The  conclusion 
that  Kansas  had  not  met  its  burden  of 
proof  was  based  on  the  facts  that  Kan¬ 
sas  (a)  “failed  to  give  weight  to  the 
last  measurement  point”  on  test  trans¬ 
mitter  radials  355°  and  10°,  resulting  in 
“an  unwarranted  misplacement  of  the 
Kansas  service  contour”;  and  (b)  failed 
to  correctly  place  the  interference  con¬ 
tours  of  Station  KGLC  in  the  area  of 
KGLC’s  333°  radial.  Kansas  urges,  as 
to  the  first  question,  that  its  practice  of 
applying  the  measured  conductivity  on 
a  partial  radial  only  to  a  point  midway 
between  the  last  and  the  next-to-last 
measured  points  is  supported  by  sound 
engineering  judgment,  and  that  in  any 
event  the  effect  upon  the  placement  of 
its  contour  is  negligible.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  rejects  both  arguments.  At  the  last 
measurement  points  on  the  355*  and  10* 


radials  the  deviations  from  the  conduc¬ 
tivities  as  established  from  other  meas¬ 
urement  points  on  the  respective  radials 
are  not  such  as  to  warrant  reversion  to 
the  conductivity  map  at  distances  short 
of  the  last  points.  Whether  the  effect 
of  Kansas’  error  was  negligible  can  only 
be  determined  by  a  comparison  of  its 
results  with  those  obtained  by  properly 
applying  the  data.  Since  the  record  is 
silent  as  to  what  areas  and  populations 
would  be  affected  by  this  correction,  such 
a  comparison  is  impossible  and  it  can¬ 
not  be  said  that  the  effect  of  the  error 
was  negligible. 

8.  With  respect  to  the  KGLC  333° 
radial,  Kansas  argues  that  despite  the 
relocation  of  the  last  17  measurement 
points  thereon  (by  distances  up  to  3.3 
miles),  the  conductivity  derived  from 
the  plot  thereof  remains  the  same  as  does 
the  KGLC  radiated  field,  and  therefore 
the  location  bt  the  interference  contours 
would  be  unaffected.  It  appears,  how¬ 
ever,  that  Kansas  located  the  KGLC  in¬ 
terference  contours  by  reference  to  the 
curve  originally  drawn  through  its  meas¬ 
ured  data,  and  failed,  after  replotting 
such  data,  to  relocate  the  interference 
contours. 

9.  In  view  of  our  determination  to  re¬ 
open  the  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of 
exploring  Salina  Radio’s  compliance 
with  §  3.35,  the  Commission  considers  it 
appropriate  to  afford  Kansas  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  correct  the  deficiencies  in 
its  showing  heretofore  noted  in  order 
that  the  Commission  may  determine 
whether,  and  if  so,  to  what  degree,  it 
would  violate  the  10  percent  rule.  In 
this  connection,  Commission  study  of 
the  test  transmitted  data  indicates  the 
possibility  that  both  Kansas  and  Salina 
underestimated  the  effective  field  of  the 
test  transmitter,  and  further  review  of 
this  matter  would  be  justified.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  the  licensee  of  Station  KGLC 
reported  to  the  Commission  in  February 
1962  a  readjustment  in  that  station’s 
directional  array,  which  may  affect  the 
interference  which  Kansas’  proposal 
would  receive  from  KGLC,  and  confirm¬ 
atory  measurements  upon  the  KGLC 
radials  previously  considered  appear 
warranted.  Finally,  the  record  should 
be  made  current  by  use  of  1960  U.S. 
Census  data. 

10.  The  further  hearing  ordered  here¬ 
in  shall  be  limited  to  a  determination  of 
the  §3.35  issue  as  to  Salina  Radio,  speci¬ 
fied  below,  and  to  afford  the  parties  an 
opportunity  to  resolve  the  10  percent 
rule  question  obtaining  as  to  Kansas. 
The  grant  of  Salina  Radio’s  application 
will  be  stayed  pending  determination  of 
these  matters. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  3d  day 
of  January  1963,  that  the  Decision  of 
July  25, 1962  (33  FCC  108) ,  is  stayed,  and 
the  above-captioned  proceeding  is  re¬ 
manded  to  the  Hearing  Examiner  for 
further  proceedings  consistent  with  the 
foregoing  and  upon  the  following  issue : 
To  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
application  of  Salina  Radio,  Inc.,  would 
contravene  the  provisions  of  §  3.35  (a) 
and  (b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration  filed  August  29, 


288 


NOTICES 


1962,  by  Kansas  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  is 
denied. 

Released:  January  7,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 
[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-264;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8.51  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14639,  14640;  FCC  63M-14] 

OLNEY  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
JAMES  R.  WILLIAMS 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Harwell  V.  Shep¬ 
ard  tr/as  Olney  Broadcasting  Company, 
Olney,  Texas,  Docket  No.  14639,  File  No. 
BP-10494;  James  R.  Williams,  Anadarko, 
Oklahoma,  Docket  No.  14640,  File  No. 
BP-13635;  for  construction  permits. 

In  view  of  the  pendency  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Olney  Broadcasting  Company 
to  dismiss  its  application  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing:  It  is  ordered.  This  3d  of  January 
1963,  that  the  hearing  herein  now  sched¬ 
uled  for  January  23,  1963,  be  and  the 
same  is  hereby  rescheduled  for  February 
19,  1963,  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Commission’s 
Offices,  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  4,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-265;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14906;  FCC  63-21] 

1360  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

(WEBB) 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Designating  Application  for  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  1360  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  (WEBB) ,  Baltimore,  Mary¬ 
land,  Docket  No.  14906,  File  No.  BP- 
14767;  has  1360  kc,  5  kw,  DA-Day,  Class 
m,  req.  1360  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS,  DA-2,  U, 
Class  HI;  for  construction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  above-captioned  and 
described  application  together  with  a 
petition  for  waiver  of  §§  3.28(d)  and 
3.188(b)  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 
and  an  informal  request,  not  under  oath, 
filed  February  27,  1962,  from  Belvedere 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  licensee  of 
Station  WWIN,  Baltimore,  Maryland, 
requesting  that  the  Commission  with¬ 
hold  action  on  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plication,  pending  an  investigation  of 
certain  matters.1 


1  Commissioners  Mlnow  and  Henry  not 
participating;  Commissioner  Hyde  dissent¬ 
ing. 

8  On  December  17,  1962,  WWIN  filed  a 
-‘Further  Request  for  Hearing  with  Respect 
to,  and/or  denial  of.  Application’’.  Even 
though  the  pleading  did  not  meet  the  proce¬ 
dural  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  on  the  merits,  no  new  facts  were  al¬ 
leged  therein. 


2.  WWIN,  by  informal  unverified  re¬ 
quest,  asked  the  Commission  to  with¬ 
hold  action  and  to  investigate  certain 
matters  in  connection  with  the  above- 
captioned  application.  The  request  does 
not  meet  the  formal  requirements  of 
section  309(d)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  or  of  §  1.359 
(i)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  nor 
does  it  contain  any  allegations  of  fact 
showing  that  a  grant  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  would  be  prima  facie  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest.  However,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
WWIN  should  be  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding,  because  of  its  claim  that  a 
grant  of  this  application  would  cause 
loss  or  deterioration  of  service,  and  that 
the  above -captioned  application  is  not 
the  only  program  service  provided  to 
the  Negro  residents  of  the  city  of  Balti¬ 
more.  WWIN  also  alleges  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  antenna  site  is  not  available  be¬ 
cause  of  zoning  restrictions.  By  an 
amendment  filed  October  19,  1962,  the 
transmitter  site  of  WEBB  has  been  relo¬ 
cated  a  distance  of  0.65  mile,  to  an  area 
that  is  properly  zoned.  Since  this  ques¬ 
tion  is  now  moot,  no  issue  with  respect 
to  availability  of  site  will  be  specified. 

3.  WEBB,  in  its  petition  for  wavier  of 
§§  3.28(d)  and  3.188(b)(2)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  alleges  that  waivers 
would  be  in  the  public  interest,  because 
of  the  specialized  programming  that  the 
proposed  operation  would  bring  to  the 
Baltimore  Negro  community.  In  support 
of  these  requests,  WEBB  makes  an  ex¬ 
tensive  showing  that  the  Negro  popula¬ 
tion  of  Baltimore  is  in  a  close  and  com¬ 
pact  area  and  that  the  need  for  complete 
coverage  of  Baltimore  is  not  necessary, 
since  the  proposed  operation  would  serve 
98.1  percent  of  the  Negro  audience  within 
the  city  of  Baltimore,  thus  presenting 
circumstances  warranting  a  waiver  of 
§  3.28(d)  (2)  of  the  rules.  Also  it  claims 
that,  even  though  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  of  WEBB  receives  substantially  more 
than  10  percent  population  loss,  it  will 
not  suffer  any  loss  within  the  confines 
of  the  Baltimore  Negro  community,  and 
therefore  a  waiver  of  §  3.28(d)  (3)  is 
warranted.  While  the  plea  of  WEBB  is 
not  without  significance,  the  Commission 
is  of  the  opinion  that  an  evidentiary 
hearing  should  take  place  to  determine 
whether  circumstances  exist  which  would 
warrant  a  waiver  of  the  provisions  of 
88  3.28(d)(3)  and  3.28(d)(2)  of  the 
rules.  Since  the  proposed  operation  will 
be  limited  to  a  value  somewhat  greater 
than  10  mv/m  and  since  the  nighttime 
limitation  contour  does  not  cover  the  en¬ 
tire  city  of  Baltimore,  the  provisions  of 
S  3.28(d)  (2)  and  not  §  3.188(b)  (2)  are 
applicable  to  this  proposal. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  1s  unable  to  make  the  statutory 
finding  that  a  grant  of  the  application 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience,  and  necessity,  and  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  applicant  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  on  the  issues  set 
forth  below: 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 


1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WEBB  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  interference 
received  from  existing  standard  broad¬ 
cast  stations  would  affect  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  population  within  the  nor¬ 
mally  protected  primary  service  area  of 
the  instant  proposal  of  1360  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  in  contravention  of  §  3.28 
(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  and,  if 
so,  whether  circumstances  exist  which 
would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said  section. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  of  1360  Broadcasting  Co.  Inc., 
would  provide  coverage  of  the  city  sought 
to  be  served  as  required  by  §  3.28(d)  (2) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  and  if  not, 
whether  circumstances  exist  which  would 
warrant  a  waiver  of  said  section. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  letter 
request  of  Belvedere  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration,  licensee  of  Station  WWIN,  is 
hereby  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Belvedere 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  licensee  of 
Station  WWIN,  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cation,  the  construction  permit  shall  be 
conditioned  as  follows: 

This  authorization  is  subject  to  com¬ 
pliance  by  permittee  with  any  applicable 
procedures  of  the  FAA. 

Permittee  shall  be  responsible  for  the 
installation  and  adjustment  of  filter  net¬ 
works  and  other  equipment  which  may 
be  necessary  to  prevent  any  objection¬ 
able  problems  of  interaction  with  other 
broadcast  stations. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.146  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the 
Commission  in  triplicate,  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  stating  an  intention  to  appear 
on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and 
present  evidence  on  the  issues  specified 
in  this  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  8  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  such  notice  as 
required  by  81.362(h)  of  the  rules. 

Adopted:  January  3, 1963. 

Released:  January  7, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-266;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:51  am.] 
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[Docket  No.  14856;  PCC  63M-19] 

WESTERN  BROADCASTERS,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Western  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming, 
Docket  No.  14856,  Pile  No.  BP-13343;  for 
construction  permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  motion  filed  January  3, 
1963,  by  Western  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  re¬ 
questing  that  the  date  for  the  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  herein  be  continued  from 
January  7  to  February  11,  1963  (the 
earliest  practical  date  therefor  due  to 
prior  commitments  of  counsel  for  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  which  will  require  his 
absence  from  Washington)  and  that  the 
hearing,  presently  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on.  January  22,  1963,  be  continued 
to  a  date  to  be  established  at  the  pre- 
hearing  conference; 

It  appearing,  that  due  to  adverse 
weather  conditions  presently  existing  in 
the  Rocky  Mountain  area  it  is  impossible 
at  the  present  time  to  take  required 
measurements  and  to  present  a  reason¬ 
ably  accurate  estimate  as  to  when  en¬ 
gineering  exhibits  might  be  exchanged; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  good  cause 
for  the  requested  continuances  has  been 
shown,  that  counsel  for  all  parties  have 
agreed  to  such  continuances,  and  that  it 
is  appropriate  to  grant  the  subject 
motion; 

It  is  ordered.  This  4th  day  of  January 
1963,  that  the  subject  motion  is  granted, 
that  the  prehearing  conference,  present¬ 
ly  scheduled  to  be  held  on  January  7, 
1963,  is  continued  to  9:00  a.m.,  February 
11, 1963,  and  that  the  hearing,  presently 
scheduled  to  commence  on  January  22, 
1963,  is  continued  to  a  date  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  at  the  February  11,  1963  prehear¬ 
ing  conference. 

Released:  January  4, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-267;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14733;  FCC  63M-18] 

HUDSON  VALLEY  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  (WEOK) 


at  2:00  p.m.,  January  4,  1963,  is  con¬ 
tinued  to  2:00  pm.,  January  11,  1963. 

Released:  January  4, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-268;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

MEMBER  LINES  OF  ASSOCIATED 
STEAMSHIP  LINES  (MANILA) 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 
for  Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement  5600-22,  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  comprising  the  Associated 
Steamship  Lines  (Manila) ,  operating 
between  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines 
and  various  foreign  nations  as  well  as 
the  United  States,  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  of  that  conference  (5600),  by 
providing  for  the  elimination  of  Aus¬ 
tralia  and  New  Zealand  from  the  scope 
of  the  Association’s  authority.  By  its 
terms,  the  resignations  of  all  members 
of  the  “Australia-New  Zealand  Group” 
will  become  effective  with  approval  of 
Agreement  5600-22. 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  this  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disap¬ 
proval,  or  modification,  together  with  re¬ 
quest  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired. 

Dated:  January  7, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  List, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-251;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:50  a.m.] 


ber  of  the  Pacific/Indonesian  Confer¬ 
ence)  and  the  remaining  member  lines 
thereof,  provides  for  continued  confer¬ 
ence  participation  by  the  Pacific  Far  East 
Line,  Inc.  as  an  associate  member.  As 
an  associate  member.  Pacific  Far  East 
Line,  Inc.  will  engage  in  transportation 
services  within  the  scope  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  agreement;  will  be  obligated  to 
abide  by  all  rates,  rules,  regulations  and 
decisions  of  the  conference,  and  will  have 
no  vote  in  the  affairs  of  the  conference 
nor  share  in  the  expenses  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  except  as  may  be  specifically  agreed 
upon  between  the  parties  thereto. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  may  submit  within  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  written  statements 
with  reference  to  the  agreement  and 
their  position  as  to  approval,  disapproval, 
or  modification,  together  with  request 
for  hearing  should  such  hearing  be 
desired. 

Dated:  January  7,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-252;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:50  aa.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  R163-283— RI63-292] 

GENERAL  EXPLORATION  CO.,  INC., 
ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes  in 
Rates  1 

January  3,  1963. 

General  Exploration  Company,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  RI63-283;  Paula  R.  Hicks, 
Tutrix,  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI63-284; 
Estate  of  Harvey  J.  Wier,  Sr.,  Docket 
No.  RI63-285;  Joe  R.  Wier,  Docket  No. 
RI63-286;  M.  N.  Stafford,  Docket  No. 
RI63-287;  M.  N.  Stafford,  Jr.,  Docket 
No.  RI63-288;  Murphy  H.  Baxter  (Op¬ 
erator),  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI63-289; 
Murphy  H.  Baxter,  et  al..  Docket  No. 
RI63-290;  Murphy  H.  Baxter,  Docket  No. 
RI63-291;  The  British-American  Oil 
Producing  Company,  Docket  No.  RI63- 
292. 


Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  application  of  Hudson  Valley 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (WEOK) , 
Poughkeepsie,  New  York,  Docket  No. 
14733,  File  No.  BP-14590;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

Due  to  the  illness  of  counsel  for  the 
applicant:  It  is  ordered,  This  3d  day  of 
January  1963,  that  the  further  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding,  presently  scheduled  to  be  held 


PACIFIC  FAR  EAST  LINE,  INC.  AND 
PACIFIC/INDONESIAN  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  agreement  has  been 
filed  with  the  Commission  for  approval 
pursuant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.  814): 

Agreement  6068-D,  between  Pacific  Far 
East  Line,  Inc.  (currently  a  regular  mem- 


The  above-named  Respondents  have 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
presently  effective  rate  schedules  for 
sales  of  natural  gas  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission.  All  of  the 
sales  are  made  at  a  pressure  base  of 
14.65  psia.  The  proposed  changes,  which 
constitute  increased  rates  and  charges, 
are  designated  as  follows: 


1  This  order  does  not  provide  for  the  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  or  disposition  of  the 
several  matters  covered  herein,  nor  should  It 
be  so  construed. 
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Rate  In 
effect  sub¬ 
ject  to 
refund  in 
.  docket 
Nos. 


Effective 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 


Dat6 

filing 

tendered 


Date  sus¬ 
pended 
until— 


Amount 
of  annual 
increase 


Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 


Purchaser  and  producing  area 


Respondent 


Docket 

No. 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Vinegarrone 
Field,*  Val  Verde  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  1). 


General  Exploration 
Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
124,  Opelousas,  Da. 

Paula  R.  Hicks,  Tut¬ 
rix,  et  al.,  P.O.  Box 
1942  O.C.S.,  Lafay¬ 
ette,  La. 

Estate  of  Harvey  J. 
Wier,  Sr.,  P.O.  Box 
124,  Opelousas,  La. 

Joe  R.  Wier,  P.O.  Box 
124,  Opelousas,  La. 

M.  N.  Stafford,  P.O. 
Box  806,  Jennings, 


R 163-286. 


12-10-62 


6-10-63 


12-10-62 

12-10-62 


1 1-10-63 
11-10-63 


6-10-63 

6-10-63 


RI63-288. 
R 163-289. 


Phillips  Petroleum  Co.  (Midland 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No. 


Murphy  H.  Baxter 
(Operator),  et  al., 
507  Midland  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg. 
Midland,  Tex. 
Attn:  Theo  Blue, 
agent. 

Murphy  H.  Baxter 
(Operator),  et  al. 


12-10-62  1 1-10-63 


6-10-63 


12-10-62 

12-10-62 

12-10-62 


‘ 1-10-62 
‘1-10-63 
‘1-10-63 


6-10-63 


Murphy  H.  Baxter, 
et  al. 

Murphy  H.  Baxter... 

The  British- American 
Oil  Producing  Co., 
P.O.  Box  749,  Dallas 
21,  Tex. 

The  British-American 
Oil  Producing  Co. 


RI63-290. 


12-10-62 
12-  6-62 


‘1-10-63 
>1-  6-63 


RI63-291. 
R 163-292. 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Spraberry 
Trend  Field,  Glasscock  County, 
Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No., 8). 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (South  Santa 
Rosa  Field,  Pecos  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  8). 


[Project  No.  2326] 

BROWN  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 

January  2, 1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Brown  Company  (correspondence  to: 
John  W.  Jordan,  Vice  President  &  Secre¬ 
tary,  Brown  Company,  650  Main  Street, 


Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in- 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

12.5 

>14.0 

12.5 

>14.0 

12.5 

>14.0 

12.5 

>14.0 

12.5 

*14.0 

12.5 

12.5 

>14.0 
» 13. 6 

12.5 

•  13.5 

12.5 

12.5 

12.6 

•13.6 

•13.6 

•13.5 

12.5 

11. 1056 

•13.5 
•  12. 1152 

10.6008 

*  11. 6104 

Thursday ,  January  10,  1963 

Berlin,  New  Hampshire)  for  license  for 
constructed  Project  No.  2326,  located  on 
the  Androscoggin  River,  in  the  City  of 
Berlin,  Coos  County,  New  Hampshire. 

The  project,  to  be  known  as  the  Cross 
Project,  consists  of:  a  fixed  crest  con¬ 
crete  gravity  type  dam  overflow  section 
topped  with  flashboards  about  3^3  feet 
high,  with  concrete  wing  walls  and  abut¬ 
ments,  and  two  sluice  gates  and  a  waste 
gate;  a  powerhouse  adjacent  to  the  left 
bank  integral  with  the  dam  with  one  900 
horsepower  turbine  and  four  950  horse¬ 
power  turbines  direct  connected  to  one 
700  kw,  one  720  kw,  and  three  600  kw 
generating  units;  a  step-up  transformer; 
and  appurtenant  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
of  the  Commission  (18  C.F.R.  1.8  or 
1.10) .  The  last  day  upon  which  protests 
or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  February  18, 
1963.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  public  inspection. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-209;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  G-3083  etc.] 

HUMBLE  OIL  &  REFINING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Nolice  of  Severance 

January  2, 1963. 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company  et  al., 
Docket  No.  G-3083  etc.;  Gulf  Oil  Cor¬ 
poration  (Operator),  et  al..  Docket  No. 
CI6Q-412;  The  Ohio  Oil  Company,  Op¬ 
erator  (now  Marathon  Oil  Company), 
Docket  No.  C 160-49 7 ;  Stewart  &  Gouger 
Drilling  Company,  et  al..  Docket  No. 
CI60-541 ;  Rreuer  &  Curran  Oil  Company, 
Docket  No.  CI60-581;  Kirby  Petroleum 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

(Applicant) ,  P.O.  Box  1348,  Kansas  City  pany.  Docket  No 
41,  Missouri,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP63-  Oil  Company,  I 
148  an  application  pursuant  to  section  Take  notice  i 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cer-  above-designate 
tiflcate  of  public  convenience  and  neces-  for  January  14, 
sity  authorizing  the  construction  during  to  February  13, 
the  12-month  period  following  such  au-  in  a  Hearing  Rc 
thorization,  if  granted,  and  the  opera-  Commission,  44 
tion  of  field  facilities  to  enable  Applicant  ington,  D.C. 
to  take  into  its  certificated  main  pipeline 
system  natural  gas  which  will  he  pur¬ 
chased  from  producers  thereof,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application  Doc>  63  ‘ 

which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  purpose  of  this  “budget-type”  ap-  [Opinion  376; 
plication  is  to  augment  Applicant’s  abil- 
ity  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in  5LADI 

contracting  for  and  connecting  to  its  Opinion  and  G 
pipeline  system  new  supplies  of  natural  solidation  < 
gas  in  various  producing  areas  gener-  .  .  . 

ally  co-extensive  with  said  system.  propnare  ai 

The  total  cost  of  the  proposed  facil¬ 
ities  will  not  exceed  a  maximum  of  Slade  Inc.  (C 
$4,000,000,  and  no  single  project  will  ex-  iggg6  and  Ri6] 
ceed  a  cost  of  $500,000.  The  application  no.  RI60— 147 ;  ! 
states  that  the  proposed  facilities  will  al..  Docket  No.  1 
be  financed  from  funds  on  hand.  c.eedina  Docket 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under  Appearances- 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and  For  Slade,  Inc.: 
tQ  that  end:  William  J.  Grcr 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to  Carroll  l.  Giliii 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  Washington, 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  _  ...  _ 

Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  jot mpiicberv 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  pany: 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro-  J-  Harry  Muihe 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Feb-  Edward  s.  Kirt 
ruary  7,  1963,  at  9:30  a.m.,  eat.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power  william  R  Duf 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW„  Wash-  Washington, 
ington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  in-  ' 

volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by  For  the  Stan  ol 
such  application:  Provided,  however,  mission: 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non-  Julius  c.  Meiei 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro-  Washington, 


pany.  Docket  No.  CI63-383;  The  Superior 
Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  CI63-409. 

Take  notice  that  the  hearing  in  the 
above-designated  matter  now  scheduled 
for  January  14, 1963,  is  hereby  postponed 
to  February  13,  1963,  at  10:00  am.,  e.s.t., 
in  a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-213;  Filed,  Jan.  •,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Opinion  376;  Docket  No.  G-19986  etc.] 

SLADE,  INC.,  ET  At. 

Opinion  and  Order  Providing  for  Con¬ 
solidation  of  Proceedings  in  Ap¬ 
propriate  Area  Rate  Proceedings 

January  3, 1963. 

Slade,  Inc.  (Operator) ,  Docket  No.  G- 
19966  and  RI61-16;  Slade,  Inc..  Docket 
No.  RI60-147;  Slade,  Inc.  (Operator)  et 
al..  Docket  No.  RI60-179-;  Area  Rate  Pro¬ 
ceeding,  Docket  No.  AR  61-1. 

Appearances — 


Company,  Operator,  Docket  No.  CI60-  ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 


610;  Sun  Oil  Company  (Gulf  Coast  Divi¬ 
sion)  ,  Docket  No.  CI62-1186;  Roy  M. 
Huffington,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Docket  No.  CI62- 
1197;  Hugh  A.  Hawthorne,  Docket  No. 
CI63-291;  Hugh  A.  Hawthorne,  Docket 
No.  CI63-299. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  matters 
of  the  applications  in  Docket  Nos.  CI60- 
412,  CI60-497,  CI60-541,  CI60-581,  CI60- 
610,  CI62-1186,  CI62-1197,  CI63-291  and 
CI63-299,  heretofore  scheduled  for  a 
hearing  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January 
3,  1963,  in  the  consolidated  proceeding 
entitled  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Company, 
et  al.,  Docket  Nos.  G-3083,  et  al.,  are 
severed  therefrom  for  such  further  dis¬ 
position  as  may  be  appropriate. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-211;  FUed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  CP63-148] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date 
of  Hearing 

January  2,  1963. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  27, 1962, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 


§  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
January  28,  1963.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 


William  J.  Grove 
Carroll  L.  Gilliam 
Washington,  D.C. 

For  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Com¬ 
pany: 

J.  Harry  Mulhern 
Edward  S.  Kirby 
John  F.  McDonald 
Newark,  New  Jersey 
William  R.  Duff 
Washington,  D.C. 

For  the  Staff  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission: 

Julius  C.  Meier 
Washington,  D.C. 

These  consolidated  proceedings  involve 
proposed  increased  rates  which  were 
tendered  for  filing  by  Slade,  Inc.  (Slade) , 
suspended,  and  set  for  hearing.  The 
hearing  having  been  concluded  and  a 
proposed  decision,  issued,  the  proceedings 
are  pending  before  us  on  exceptions  to 
the  decision  of  the  Presiding  Examiner 
issued  November  1, 1961.  The  Examiner 
found  that  Slade’s  average  jurisdictional 
unit  cost  of  service  applicable  to  well¬ 
head  sales,  based  on  a  1958  test  period, 
is  17.7443  cents  per  Mcf,  and  that  its 
jurisdictional  unit  cost  of  service  appli¬ 
cable  to  gas  compressed  and  sold  at 


concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the  Slade’s  Sinton  Dome  plant  is  17.4154 


intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-212;  FUed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:45  ajm] 


[Docket  No.  CI62-1037  etc.] 

SHELL  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 

January  3,  1963. 

Shell  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  CI62- 
103T;  Humble  Oil  and  Refining  Com- 


cents  per  Mcf.  Because  the  unit  costs 
thus  determined  were  in  excess  of  Slade’s 
proposed  rates,  the  Examiner  proposed 
that  all  of  the  proceedings  herein  be 
terminated  and  that  Slade  be  discharged 
of  its  obligation  to  refund  any  excess 
charges  with  respect  to  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  G-19986  in  which  Slade’s 
increased  rate  had  been  made  effective 
subject  to  refund. 

Slade  is  a  Delaware  Corporation  with 
offices  at  Orange,  Texas,  which  performs 
geological  and  engineering  services,  ex¬ 
plores  for  and  produces  oil  and  gas,  and 
operates  gathering  lines  and  a  com¬ 
pressor  plant  in  the  Sinton  Dome  area, 
San  Patricio  County,  Texas.  Slade’s  pro- 
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duction  operations  involve  various  joint 
ventures  in  connection  with  which  it  acts 
both  as  operator,  on  behalf  of  the  joint 
ventures,  and  in  addition  as  a  joint  ven¬ 
turer  with  a  total  working  interest  of 
less  than  10  percent.  Four  rate  increases 
are  involved  here  as  follows : 

(1)  Docket  No.  G-19986  involves  sus¬ 
pension  on  October  30,  1959,  of  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  4  to  Slade’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  5  representing  an  increase 
from  12.12268  cents  to  15.0952  cents  per 
Mcf  for  gas  sold  to  Tennessee  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  from  the  Sinton  Dome 
compressor  plant  (Texas  Railroad  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  4).  The  compressor  plant  is 
owned  by  Slade  and  the  gas  sold  there¬ 
from  comes  in  part  from  wells  in  which 
Slade  is  a  joint  venturer  with  other 
parties  and  in  part  from  purchased  gas. 
The  increased  rate  went  into  effect  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  on  August  3,  1960. 

(2)  Docket  No.  RI61-10  involves  sus¬ 
pension  on  July  28,  1960,  of  Supplement 
No.  5  to  Slade’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  5,  representing  an  increase  to 
17.24347  cents  per  Mcf  for  the  same  sale. 

(3)  Docket  No.  RI60-147  involves  sus¬ 
pension  on  February  18,  1960,  of  Sup¬ 
plement  No.  5  to  Slade’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  4,  representing  an  increase 
from  11  cents  to  17  cents  per  Mcf  for 
wellhead  sales  of  gas  by  joint  ventures  of 
which  Slade  is  operator  and  in  which  it 
owns  12.5  percent  and  6.25  percent  work¬ 
ing  interests,  respectively,  from  the 
Spraberry  Trend  area,  Glasscock  and 
Reagan  Counties,  Texas  (Texas  Railroad 
District  No.  7-C). 

(4)  Docket  No.  RI60-179  involves  sus¬ 
pension  on  March  9,  1960,  of  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  4  to  Slade’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  6,  representing  an  increase 
from  10  cents  to  17.2294  cents  per  Mcf 
for  wellhead  sales  of  gas  by  a  joint  ven¬ 
ture,  different  from  the  joint  ventures 
involved  in  Rate  Schedule  No.  4,  of 
which  Slade  is  operator  and  in  which  it 
owns  a  6.25  percent  interest,  from  the 
Spraberry  Trend  area,  Reagan  County, 
Texas  (Texas  Railroad  District  No.  7-C) . 

With  respect  to  the  last  three  dockets 
Slade  did  not  file  a  motion  pursuant  to 
section  4(e)  of  the  Act  to  place  its  pro¬ 
posed  rates  into  effect,  and  it  is  still  col¬ 
lecting  the  prior  rates. 

At  the  hearing  Slade  presented  a  com¬ 
pany-wide  cost  of  service  for  the  test 
year  1958  deriving  separate  costs  for  (1) 
its  oil  and  gas  operations  and  (2)  the 
compressor  plant.  Staff  did  not  present 
any  evidence  at  the  hearing. 

Slade’s  production  operations  consist 
of  a  series  of  joint  ventures  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  which  Slade  acts  both  as  oper¬ 
ator  of  the  joint  venture  properties,  and 
as  a  joint  venturer  with  a  varying  per¬ 
centage  of  interest  ownership  in  each 
joint  venture.1  Moreover,  the  partici¬ 
pants  in  the  various  joint  ventures  are 
not  the  same  for  each  joint  venture  and 
the  percentage  of  interest  ownership  of 
each  participant  varies  from  one  joint 
venture  to  another.  Slade,  as  operator 


1  In  addition  to  the  Interests  of  Slade 
mentioned  above  under  Rate  Schedule  Nos. 
4,  5,  and  6,  Slade  as  a  joint  venturer  also 
owns  Interests  of  12.5  percent,  6.25  percent 
and  9.375  percent  in  gas  sold  pursuant  to 
Its  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  1,  2,  and  3, 

respectively. 


of  the  properties  involved  herein,  has 
filed  rate  schedules  covering  all  working 
interests  in  such  properties.  Thus,  all 
of  the  participants  in  each  of  the  joint 
ventures  are  covered  by  Slade’s  rate 
filings. 

In  the  instant  case  Slade  has  not  pur¬ 
ported  to  justify  the  increased  prices  for 
the  two  wellhead  sales  by  any  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  cost  of  the  particular  joint 
ventures  engaged  in  making  these  sales. 
Instead  it  has  presented  a  company-wide 
cost  of  service  relating  merely  to  its  own 
net  working  interest  in  gas  production 
arising  out  of  the  various  joint  ventures 
in  which  it  participates,  including  but 
not  limited  to  those  involved  here.  In 
our  recent  Opinion  No.  369  we  made 
clear  with  respect  to  the  McCommons 
filing  (William  E.  McCommons  d/b/a 
McCommons  Exploration  Company,  et 
al.,  Docket  No.  RI62-476)  the  difficulties 
in  attempting  to  make  any  cost  evalua¬ 
tion  on  the  basis  of  the  composite  cost 
of  a  limited  number  of  joint  ventures 
with  or  without  differing  ownership  in¬ 
terests.  But  even  assuming  a  proper 
determination  of  just  and  reasonable 
rates  could  be  made  on  any  such  basis 
we  think  it  clear  that  the  costs  utilized 
must  be  those  of  the  joint  ventures  as 
such  (as  McCommon’s  at  least  attempted 
to  do) ,  and  not  just  the  company-wide 
costs  of  one  Qf  the  joint  venturers,  par¬ 
ticularly  one  having  only  a  minor  inter¬ 
est  in  the  ventures.  Otherwise  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  a  rate 
will  depend  solely  upon  the  success  or 
lack  of  success  in  the  overall  gas  produc¬ 
tion  operations  of  the  particular  ven¬ 
turer  chancing  to  be  the  operator,  rather 
than  upon  any  basis  rationally  related 
to  the  production  entity  as  a  whole.*  In 
short,  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates 
proposed  by  Slade  under  its  FPC  Gas 
Schedule  Nos.  4  and  6  cannot  be  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  of  the  present  record 
which  purports  only  to  show  the  com¬ 
pany-wide  costs  of  a  venturer,  Slade, 
owning  minor  interests  in  the  production 
ventures  there  in  issue. 

Similarly,  we  cannot  determine  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  rate 
for  Slade’s  plant  sales  under  its  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  5  because  Slade’s 
plant  cost  of  service  includes  costs  for 
gas  produced  by  certain  joint  ventures 
in  which  Slade  has  an  interest  and  is 
the  operator,  calculated  on  the  basis  of 
Slade’s  company-wide  production  costs 
in  all  of  the  separate  joint  ventures  in 
which  it  participates.  As  indicated 


•It  is  recognized  that  this  question  of 
working  interests  permeates  the  gas  pro¬ 
duction  business  and  that  many  of  the 
largest  producers  as  well  as  the  smaller 
ones  will  have  only  fractional  interests  in 
Joint  ventures  involving  a  number  of  leases. 
But  in  the  usual  producer  case  coming  be¬ 
fore  us,  the  deviations  from  the  cost  norm  in 
those  situations  where  the  producer  whose 
“rates”  are  in  issue  is  an  operator  with  only 
a  minor  interest,  other  than  a  sole  proprie¬ 
tor,  can  be  expected  to  even  out  over  all 
of  the  producer’s  interests.  This  is  clearly 
not  the  case  with  a  very  small  operator  like 
Slade.  If  its  company- wide  costs  were 
allowed  to  fix  the  rate  of  the  joint  ventures 
for  which  it  serves  as  operator  we  would  be 
encouraging  a  situation  in  which  it  would 
be  to  the  Interests  of  Joint  venturers  to 
choose  as  their  “operator”  the  member  of  the 
group  with  highest  individual  costs. 


above,  it  is  not  proper  to  employ  the 
average  unit  cost  for  all  of  Slade’s  gas 
production  in  various  joint  ventures, 
when  only  two  such  ventures  are  in¬ 
volved  in  gas  sold  from  the  plant.  In 
addition,  the  record  is  unclear  as  to 
whether  Slade’s  company-wide  unit 
production  costs  were  applied  to  all  of 
the  gas  processed  by  the  Sinton  Dome 
plant  coming  from  the  two  production 
ventures  in  which  Slade  had  an  interest, 
or  only  from  Slade’s  share  of  this  gas, 
or,  in  the  latter  event,  the  manner,  if 
any,  in  which  the  gas  costs  of  that  part 
of  the  gas  from  these  two  ventures  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  other  venturers,  were 
included  in  the  calculated  gas  costs. 

Because  the  present  record  does  not 
permit  a  proper  determination  of  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  rates 
involved  herein,  we  are  faced  with  the 
problem  of  deciding  whether  to  remand 
the  proceedings  to  the  Examiner  for  the 
taking  of  additional  evidence  or  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  lawful  rates  in  connection  with 
area  rate  hearings.  As  we  mentioned  in 
Opinion  No.  365,  the  Hunt  case,3  it  is 
our  policy  to  decide  cases,  such  as  the 
instant  case,4  which  were  pending  before 
the  Commission  prior  to  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  area  rate  proceedings  on  the 
basis  of  cost  of  service  evidence.  We 
reaffirm  that  policy,  but  for  the  reasons 
set  forth  below  conclude  that  under  the 
special  circumstances  of  this  case  it 
would  be  more  appropriate  to  make  these 
determinations  in  connection  with  area 
rate  proceedings. 

The  two  Slade  rate  schedules  involv¬ 
ing  wellhead  sales  relate  to  sales  from 
Texas  Railroad  District  No.  7-C.  An 
area  rate  hearing  is  currently  progress¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  sales  in  the  Permian 
Basin  area,  which  includes  Texas  Rail¬ 
road  District  No.  7-C,  and  Slade  is 
already  a  party  to  the  section  5(a) 
aspects  of  this  proceeding.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Slade’s  future  rates  for  these  sales 
will  be  determined  in  this  proceeding. 
There  would  seem  to  be  little  purpose 
to  providing  for  further  hearings  on  the 
section  4  aspects  of  these  sales  when  the 
area  hearing  is  in  its  final  stages.  We 
note,  moreover,  that  Slade’s  own  ac¬ 
counting  witness  stated  his  opinion  that 
cost  of  service  of  a  producer  as  small 
as  Slade  should  not  be  used  to  determine 
what  is  a  just  and  reasonable  price  for 
the  gas.  We  shall  therefore  consolidate 
these  dockets  with  the  Permian  Basin 
proceeding. 

With  respect  to  Slade’s  remaining  rate 
schedule  involved  here,  covering  the 
Sinton  Dome  plant  sales,  there  is  also 
sound  justification  for  providing  that  any 
rate  determination  with  respect  thereto 
be  made  in  an  area  rate  proceeding. 
The  whole  purpose  of  the  plant  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  compression  service  both  for  its  own 
produced  gas  and  gas  purchased  by  Slade 
from  other  producers  in  the  area.  Slade 
is  thus  interested  solely  in  shallow  low 
pressure  production  in  need  of  compres¬ 
sion.  The  shallow  zones  in  the  Sinton 


8  Opinion  No.  365  Issued  October  17,  1962 
In  Hunt  Oil  Company,  et  al.,  Docket  Nos. 
G-9065,  et  al. 

4  These  consolidated  proceedings  were  set 
down  for  hearing  prior  to  the  Phillips  de¬ 
cision  in  Opinion  No.  338,  and  hearings  were 
held  shortly  after  the  issuance  of  that 
decision. 
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Dome  area  are  generally  thin,  lenticular, 
and  extremely  faulted.  It  is,  therefore, 
impossible  to-  predict  the  economic  life 
of  the  plant  because  of  inherent  difficul¬ 
ties  ih  calculating  proven  reserves  of  the 
type  necessary  for  Slade’s  operations.6 
We  think  it  clear,  under  such  circum¬ 
stances,  that  no  meaningful  determina¬ 
tion  of  a  just  and  reasonable  price  for 
the  gas  sold  from  the  compressor  plant 
can  be  made  on  a  cost  of  service  basis 
since  neither  the  test  year  used  nor  any 
other  test  period  can  be  expected  to  be 
typical.®  Instead,  we  are  convinced  that 
the  determination  of  the  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  price  must  await  an  area  hear¬ 
ing  covering  Railroad  District  No.  4, 
where  the  Sinton  Dome  plant  (and  the 
wells  producing  gas  processed  at  the 
plant)  are  located. 

The  Commission  orders:  For  the  rea¬ 
sons  heretofore  stated,  the  proceedings 
in  Docket  Nos.  RI60-147  and  RI60-179 
are  hereby  consolidated  with  the  Per¬ 
mian  Basin  area  rate  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  AR61-1,  and  the  proceedings 
in  Docket  Nos.  G-19986  and  RI61-10  will 
be  consolidated  with  an  appropriate  area 
rate  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-214;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:45  a.m.] 

HOUSING  AND  HOME 
FINANCE  AGENCY 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

REGIONAL  DIRECTOR  OF  COMMU¬ 
NITY  FACILITIES,  REGION  II,  PHILA¬ 
DELPHIA 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Public  Facility  Loans  Program  and 
Accelerated  Public  Works  Program 

The  Regional  Director  of  Community 
Facilities,  Region  II  (Philadelphia),  is 
hereby  authorized  within  such  Region: 


*  Thus,  although  the  plant  operated  at  ap¬ 
proximately  77  percent  of  capacity  in  the 
test  period,  Slade’s  witness  testified  at  the 
hearing  in  1960  that  the  plant  was  then 
operating  at  46  percent  of  capacity  and  that 
based  upon  his  projections  for  the  entire 
year  1960  the  plant  would  be  operated  at 
only  35  percent  of  capacity.  • 

•We  note  in  passing  that  the  examiner 
in  accordance  with  our  discussion  in  Phillips 
included  in  the  cost  of  gas  processed  .at  the 
Sinton  Dome  plant  the  full  price  payable  to 
other  producers  during  the  test  period  based 
on  Slade’s  proposed  resale  rate  of  17.24347 
cents  per  Mcf  pursuant  to  the  percentage 
purchase  contracts  they  had  with  Slade 
despite  the  lack  of  any  showing  of  such  pro¬ 
ducers’  costs.  Whatever  the  validity  of  such 
a  determination  in  the  case  of  Phillips,  or 
any  other  determination  made  on  a  cost  of 
service  basis  we  think  it  clear  that  with  a 
small  processor  like  Slade  where  a  very  high 
percent  of  its  total  costs  are  payments  to 
producers  calculated  on  such  a  percentage 
of  sale  basis,  it  makes  little,  if  any,  sense 
to  fix  the  price  of  the  sales  from  the  plant 
on  such  a  “cost”  basis,  and  that  the  area 
price  concept  provides  the  only  rational 
basis  for  fixing  a  Just  and  reasonable  price 
for  such  sales. 


1.  With  respect  to  the  public  facility 
loans  program  authorized  under  section 
202  (a) -(d)  of  the  Housing  Amendments 
of  1955,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1492  (a)- 

(d)  ) ,  to  enter  into  contracts  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereof  involving  such  loans;  and 

2.  With  respect  to  the  grants-in-aid 
program  authorized  under  section  202(e) 
of  the  Housing  Amendments  of  1955,  as 
amended  by  section  5(b)  of  the  Public 
Works  Acceleration  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1492 

(e)  ) ,  to  enter  into  contracts  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereof  involving  such  grants-in- 
aid. 

This  redelegation  supersedes  the  re¬ 
delegation  effective  July  1,  1960  (25  F.R. 
7898,  August  17,  1960) . 

(62  Stat.  1283  (1948),  as  amended  by  64  Stat. 
80  (1950),  12  U.S.C.  1701c;  Acting  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator’s  delega¬ 
tion  effective  October  24,  1962  (27  F.R.  10598, 
October  31,  1962) ) 

Effective  as  of  the  9th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1962. 

[seal]  Warren  P.  Phelan, 

Regional  Administrator,  Region  II. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-253;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:50  a.m.] 


REGIONAL  DIRECTOR  OF  COMMU¬ 
NITY  FACILITIES  ACTIVITIES,  RE¬ 
GION  III,  ATLANTA 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Public  Facility  Loans  Program  and 
Accelerated  Public  Works  Program 

The  Regional  Director  of  Community 
Facilities  Activities,  Region  ni  (Atlan¬ 
ta)  ,  with  respect  to  Public  Facility  Loans 
Program  and  Accelerated  Public  Works 
Program,  is  hereby  authorized  to  take 
the  following  action  within  such  Region: 

1.  To  enter  into  or  amend  or  modify 
contracts  involving  Public  Facility  Loans 
under  section  202  (a) -(d)  of  the  Housing 
Amendments  of  1955  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1492  (a) -(d) ;  and 

2.  To  enter  into  or  amend  or  modify 
contracts  involving  grants-in-aid  under 
section  202(e)  of  the  Housing  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1955,  as  amended  by  section 
5(b)  of  the  Public  Works  Acceleration 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  1492(e)). 

(62  Stat.  1283  (1948),  as  amended  by  64  Stat. 
80  (1950),  12  U.S.C.  1701c;  Acting  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator’s  delega¬ 
tion  effective  October  24,  1962  (27  F.R.  10598, 
October  31,  1962)) 

Effective  as  of  the  8th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1962. 

[seal]  McClellan  Ratchford, 
Regional  Administrator,  Region  III. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-254;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
•  8:50  a.m.] 


REGIONAL  DIRECTOR  OF  COMMU¬ 
NITY  FACILITIES,  REGION  V,  FORT 
WORTH 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Public  Facility  Loans  Program  and 
Accelerated  Public  Works  Program 

The  Regional  Director  of  Community 
Facilities,  Region  V  (Fort  Worth),  with 
respect  to  public  facility  loans  program 


and  accelerated  public  works  program, 
is  hereby  authorized  within  such  Region: 

1.  To  enter  into  or  amend  or  modify 
contracts  involving  public  facility  loans 
under  section  202  (a) -(d)  of  the  Housing 
Amendments  of  1955,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1492  (a) -(d)) ; 

2.  To  enter  into  or  amend  or  modify 
contracts  involving  grants-in-aid  under 
section  202(e)  of  the  Housing  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1955,  as  amended  by  section 
5(b)  of  the  Public  Works  Acceleration 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  1492(e)). 

This  redelegation  supersedes  redelega¬ 
tion  effective  July  1,  1960  (25  F.R.  7004, 
July  22,  1960). 

(62  Stat.  1283  (1948),  as  amended  by  64  Stat. 
80  (1950),  12  U.S.C.  1701c;  Acting  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator’s  delega¬ 
tion  effective  October  24,  1962  (27  F.R.  10598, 
October  31,  1962) ) 

Effective  as  of  the  31st  day  of  October 
1962. 

[SEAL]  R.  A.  Bethune, 

Regional  Administrator, 
Region  V. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-255;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


REGIONAL  DIRECTOR  OF  COMMU¬ 
NITY  FACILITIES,  REGION  VI,  SAN 
FRANCISCO 

Redelegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Public  Facility  Loans  Program  and 
Accelerated  Public  Works  Program 

The  Regional  Director  of  Community 
Facilities,  Region  VI  (San  Francisco), 
is  hereby  authorized: 

1.  To  enter  into  contracts  involving 
public  facility  loans  under  section  202 
(a) -(d)  of  the  Housing  Amendments  of 
1955,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1492 
(a) -(d); 

2.  To  enter  into  contracts  involving 
grants-in-aid  under  section  202(e)  of  the 
Housing  Amendments  of  1955,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  section  5(b)  of  the  Public  Works 
Acceleration  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1492(e)). 

This  redelegation  supersedes  the  re¬ 
delegation  effective  July  19,  1960  (25 
F.R.  7111,  7-27-60) . 

(62  Stat.  1283  (1948),  as  amended  by  64  Stat. 
80  (1950),  12  U.S.C.  1701c;  Acting  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator’s  delega¬ 
tion  effective  October  24,  1962  (27  F.R.  10598, 
October  31,  1962) ) 

Effective  as  of  the  31st  day  of  October 
1962. 

[seal]  J.  G.  Melville, 

Regional  Administrator , 

Region  VI. 

[F.RV  Doc.  63-256;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
YANKTON  INDIAN  RESERVATION 

Transfer  of  Land  Records  to  Aberdeen 
Area  Office 

January  3,  1963. 

In  accordance  with  25  CFR  120  and 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 


m 


NOTICES 


Amendment  No.  49  to  Secretarial  Order 
2508  (26  F.R.  11395),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  all  source  title  documents  and 
land  records  pertaining  to  trust  or  re¬ 
stricted  Indian-owned  lands  on  the 
Yankton  Indian  Reservation  in  the  State 
of  South  Dakota,  have  been  transferred 
from  the  City  of  Washington,  D.C.,  to 
the  Aberdeen  Area  Office,  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs,  820  South  Main  Street, 
Aberdeen,  South  Dakota. 

Effective  January  1, 1963,  the  Aberdeen 
Area  Office  will  be  the  office  for  the 
maintenance  of  records  for  all  such  trust 
and  restricted  lands. 

,  John  O.  Crow, 
Acting  Commissioner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-218;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

DISTRICT  MANAGER,  FAIRBANKS; 
CHIEF,  BRANCH  OF  LANDS  AND 
MINERALS  OPERATIONS,  ANCHOR¬ 
AGE 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Section  1.  Pursuant  to  section  1.1  of 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  Order  No. 
684,  as  amended,  the  District  Manager, 
Fairbanks,  is  authorized  to  perform  in 
the  Fairbanks  Land  District  all  the  func¬ 
tions  listed  in  sections  1.2  through  1.9 
of  part  I  of  the  above  cited  order,  sub¬ 
ject  to  limitations  in  Part  I.  In  addition 
to  limitations  in  specified  matters,  the 
authority  delegated  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager  shall  not  include  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  the  following  sections: 

1.  Section  1.2(d) . 

2.  Subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  sec¬ 
tion  1.3(d). 

3.  Subparagraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  1.4(a) .  Approval,  of  or  cancellation 
of  Special  Instructions  for  surveys  under 
section  1.4(a)  (1). 

4.  Section  1.9(d). 

5.  Section  1.9(r) . 

Sec.  2.  The  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations,  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  is  authorized  to  perform  in  his 
geographical  area  of  jurisdiction  all  the 
functions  listed  in  section  1.5  of  Bureau 
Order  No.  684. 

Sec.  3.  The  District  Manager,  Fair¬ 
banks,  Alaska,  is  authorized  to  redele¬ 
gate  the  authority  contained  in  section 
1.5  of  Bureau  Order  No.  684  to  the  Chief, 
Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals  Opera¬ 
tions,  Fairbanks,  Alaska. 

Roger  R.  Robinson, 

State  Director,  Alaska. 

Approved:  January  4,  1963. 

Karl  S.  Lattdstrom, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-219;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


COLORADO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

January  3,  1963. 

The  United  States  Forest  Service  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  has  filed 
an  application,  Serial  Number  Colorado 
0101298,  for  the  withdrawal  from  loca¬ 
tion  and  entry  under  the  General  Min¬ 
ing  Laws,  subject  to  existing  valid  claims, 
certain  public  lands  in  the  sections  and 
townships  described  below. 

The  applicant  desires  the  land  for 
use  as  recreation  areas  and  camp¬ 
grounds,  located  in  the  Routt  National 
Forest.  The  specific  areas  are: 

Routt  National  Forest 

Lower  Bear  River  Recreation  Area  Addition. 
Middle  Bear  River  Recreation  Area  Addition. 
Upper  Stillwater  Recreation  Area  Addition. 
Pines  Campground  Addition. 

Transfer  Campground. 

Heart  Lake  Recreation  Area. 

Rabbit  Ears  Lake  Recreation  Area  Addition. 
Meadows  Campground. 

Adams  Park  Recreation  Area. 

Sheriff  Reservoir  Recreation  Area. 

West  Fork  Lake  Recreation  Area  Addition. 
Beaver  Creek  Campground. 

Long  Lake  Recreation  Area  Addition. 

Round  Lake  Recreation  Area  Addition. 

Lake  Elmo  Recreation  Area  Addition. 

For  a  period  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  all 
persons  who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  in  writing  to  the  under¬ 
signed  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  Colorado  Land  Office,  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Building,  910 — 15th  Street,  Denver 
2,  Colorado. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient 
time  and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  affected  are: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

ROUTT  NATIONAL  FOREST 

T.  1  N.,  R.  86  W., 

In  Sec.  14. 

T.  1  N.,  R.  86  W., 

In  Secs.  15,  16. 

T.  1  N.,  R.  87  W.,  • 

In  Sec.  24. 

T.  6  N„  R.  77  W., 

In  Sec.  14. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  88  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

In  Sec.  23. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  86  W., 

In  Sec.  28. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  82  W., 

In  Sec.  8. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  83  W., 

In  Secs.  20,  21. 

T.  10  N.,  R.  87  W., 

In  Sec.  21. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  87  W., 

In  Secs.  10, 11, 14, 15. 

T.  11  N.,  R.  84  W., 

In  Secs.  13, 14. 


T.  11  N..  R.  82  W„ 

In  Sec.  5. 

T.  6  N..  R.  83  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

In  approximate  Secs.  22, 23. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  83  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

In  approximate  Sec.  24. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  83  W.  (unsurveyed) , 

In  approximate  Secs.  24,  25. 

Lands  proposed  to  be  withdrawn  in  the 
above  designated  area  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  1,715  acres. 

Iola  M.  Clark, 
Acting  Manager, 
Land  Office,  Denver. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-220;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Classification  No.  12] 

IDAHO 

Small  Tract  Classification 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
Bureau  Order  No.  684  (26  F.R.  8216)  and 
by  State  Order  No.  37  under  authority 
for  redelegation  (139  F.R.  6850),  I 
hereby  classify  the  following  described 
public  lands  totaling  9.37  acres  in  Sho¬ 
shone  County,  Idaho,  as  suitable  for  sale 
for  residence  purposes  under  the  Small 
Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52  Stat.  609, 
43  U.S.C.  682a) ,  as  amended: 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 

T.  48  N.R.2E., 

Sec.  17 :  Lots  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  8, 10. 

2.  Classification  of  the  above- 
described  lands  by  this  order  segregates 
them  from  all  appropriations,  including 
locations  under  the  mining  laws,  except 
as  to  applications  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws. 

3.  The  lands  classified  by  this  order 
shall  not  become  subject  to  disposal 
under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938,  supra,  until  it  is  so  provided  by  an 
order  to  be  issued  by  an  authorized  of¬ 
ficer,  opening  the  lands  to  bid  under 
public  auction  procedure. 

4.  There  are  no  preference  right  ap¬ 
plications  as  provided  for  by  43  CFR 
257.5. 

Dated:  December  13, 1962. 

Richard  L.  Schaertl, 
District  Manager. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-232;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:48  am.] 


[064890(SD)  ] 

MONTANA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

January  2,  1963. 

The  Forest  Service,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication,  Serial  Number  Montana 
054890 (SD)  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lands  described  below,  from  location  and 
entry  under  the  general  mining  laws, 
subject  to  existing  valid  claims.  The 
applicant  desires  the  land  for  public 
recreation  sites. 
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For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  1245 
North  29th  Street,  Billings,  Montana. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Black  Hills  Meridian,  South  Dakota 

BLACK  HILLS  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Castle  Creek  Streamside  Zone 

A  strip  of  land  330'  each  side  of  the  center- 
line  of  Castle  Creek  through  the  following 
legal  subdivisions. 

T.  1  N„  R.  4  E.,  . 

Sec.  9:  NE&NW&; 

Sec. 4:  E%,9%SW&; 

Sec. 3:  W y2;  - 

Sec.  2:  NEVi; 

Sec.  1:  N%. 

T  2  N  R  4  E 

Sec.  34:  Sy2’,  NE»4  except  M.S.  688; 

Sec.  35:  Wy2; 

Sec.  36:  Sy2sy2SWVk. 

Total  acres — 360  more  or  less. 

R.  R.  Rigtrup, 
Manager,  Land  Office. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-233;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:48  ajn.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
WALTER  BRENTON 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1962. 

Dated :  December  26, 1962. 

Walter  Brenton. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-269;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


RALPH  W.  FACKLER 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 


place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  December 
20, 1962. 

Dated:  December 20, 1962. 

Ralph  W.  Fackler. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-270;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  am.] 


LESTER  R.  GAMBLE 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November 
28,  1955,  the  following  changes  have 
taken  place  in  my  financial  interests 
during  the  past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
1,1963. 

Dated:  December  24, 1962. 

Lester  R.  Gamble. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-271;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


FRANK  W.  GRIFFITH 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  Add  Republic  Steel  Company;  Add 
Ingersoll-Rand  Company. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  20, 1962. 

Dated:  December  20, 1962. 

Frank  W.  Griffith. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-272;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


CHARLES  R.  LEEVER 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  Purchased  stock  in  Big  Horn  Life  In¬ 
surance  Corporation  of  Wyoming. 

(2)  No  other  changes. 


(3)  No  other  changes. 

(4)  No  other  changes. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1962. 

Dated:  December  31, 1962. 

Charles  R.  Leever. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-273;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.] 


MAX  R.  LLEWELLYN 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  Arizona  Public  Service  Co. 

Dividend  Shares. 

One  William  Street. 

Arden  Farms. 

U.S.  Savings  Bonds  Series  E. 

Bank  Deposits. 

Safeway  Stores. 

Allis-Chalmers. 

Phoenix  Gems. 

Del  Webb  Warrants. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1962. 

Dated:  December  26,  1962. 

Max  R.  Llewellyn. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-274;  FUed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 

8:52  a.m.] 


JOHN  P.  MADGETT 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1962. 

Dated:  December  27,  1962. 

John  P.  Madgett. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-275;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  a.m.] 


CLARENCE  W.  MAYOTT 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955, -the  following  changes  have  taken 
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place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  December 
13, 1962. 

Dated:  December  13,  1962. 

Clarence  W.  Mayott. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-276;  Tiled,  Jan.  9.  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


LILBERT  A.  MOLLMAN 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)(6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  December 
18, 1962. 

Dated:  December  18, 1962. 

LlLBERT  A.  MOLLMAN. 

tFJt.  Doc.  63-277;  Plied,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


SAMUEL  R.  SHEPPERD 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  15, 1962. 

Dated:  December  15, 1962. 

Samuel  R.  Shepperd. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-278;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  a.m.] 


STANLEY  J.  SICKEL 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(9)  None. 

(4)  None. 


This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  21, 1962. 

Dated:  December  21, 1962. 

Stanley  J.  Sickel. 

[FJt.  Doc.  63-279;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  a.m.] 


WILLARD  B.  SIMONDS 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(l)  None. 

(9)  None. 

(9)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1962. 

Dated:  December  20,  1962. 

Willard  B.  Sxmonds. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-280;  Filed,  Jan.  9.  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


JOSEPH  F.  SINNOTT 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1962. 

Dated:  December  26,  1962. 

Joseph  P.  Sinnott. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-281;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


STANLEY  C.  TOWNSEND 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  Unchanged. 

(2)  Additions:  First  National  Bank  of 
Allentown,  Pa.,  Merchants  National  Bank  of 
Allentown,  Pa.  Deletions:  None. 

(9)  Unchanged.  t 

(4)  Unchanged. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  20, 1962. 

Dated:  December  20,  1962.  * 

Stanley  C.  Townsend.  $ 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-282;  Filed,  Jan.  9.  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


ALEXANDER  H.  WADE,  JR. 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1962. 

Dated:  December  12, 1962. 

Alexander  H.  Wade,  Jr. 

(FJL  Doc.  63-283:  Filed.  Jan.  9.  1993; 
8:52  am.] 


WILFORD  D.  WILDER 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  .None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1962. 

Dated:  December  24, 1962. 

W.  D.  Wilder. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-284;  Filed,  Jan.  9.  1963; 
8:52  am.] 


ALAN  A.  WOODWARD 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  six  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1962. 

Dated:  December  26,  1962. 

Alan  A.  Woodward. 

(PR.  Doc.  68-285:  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:52  am.] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

January  4, 1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  38097 — Sorghum  grains  to 
Texas  ports.  Filed  by  Texas-Louisiana 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  457) ,  for  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sorghum 
grains,  in  carloads,  from  Anson,  Hawley, 
Whitham  and  Lanius,  Tex.,  on  the 
FW&D  Ry.,  to  Beaumont,  Corpus  Christi, 
Galveston,  Houston,  Port  Arthur,  and 
Texas  City,  Tex.  (for  export) . 

Grounds  for  relief— Unregulated  mo¬ 
tor  competition. 

Tariff — Supplement  138  to  Texas-Lou¬ 
isiana  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  899. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-191;  Filed,  Jan.  8,  1963; 

8:48  am.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

January  7,  1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short-Haul 

FSA  No.  38098:  Motor  fuel  antiknock 
compound  from  Freeport  and  Houston, 
Tex.  Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bu¬ 
reau,  Agent  (No.  B-8321) ,  for  Interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  motor  fuel  anti¬ 
knock  compound,  in  tank-car  loads, 
from  Freeport  and  Houston,  Tex.,  to 
Chicago,  East  St.  Louis,  Hartford,  Le- 
mont,  Lock  port,  Roxana,  Wood  River, 
LI.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  131  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau  tariff  I.C.C.  4370. 

FSA  No.  38099:  Iron  or  steel  articles 
to  Pascagoula,  Miss.  Filed  by  O.  W. 
South,  Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4271),  for  In¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  Iron  or 
steel  articles,  viz:  Plate  or  sheet,  NOIBN, 
galvanized  or  plain,  corrugated  or  not 
Corrugated;  steel  strips,  NOIBN,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  Ashland,  Ky.,  and  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Ohio,  to  Pascagoula,  Miss. 


Grounds  for  relief :  Barge-rail  and 
market  competition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  63  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-163. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-227;  Filed,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Notice  735] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January  7, 1963. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179) , 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 
disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  65433.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  28, 1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Polaris  Trans¬ 
portation,  Inc.,  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  of  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  117845,  issued  November 
3,  1960,  to  Joseph  Mizenis,  Almonesson, 
N.J.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of: 
Bananas,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  and  Camden  and  Bridge- 
ton,  N.J.,  and  from  ports  in  the  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  to  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  Philadelphia  and  Easton,  Pa., 
Trenton,  Bridgeton,  and  Camden,  N.J., 
and  Rochester,  Jamestown,  and  Buffalo, 
N.Y.  Seymour  Feinman,  135  Grand 
Street,  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  attorney  for  ap¬ 
plicants. 

No.  MC-FC  65443.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  28,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  A.  K.  Finney  Co., 
Inc.,  Plymouth,  Mass.,  of  Certificate  No. 
MC  69747,  issued  April  5,  1955,  to  Albert 
Roncarati  and  Clarence  E.  Delano,  Jr., 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  A.  K. 
Finney  Co.,  Plymouth,  Mass.,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation  of:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  the  usual  exceptions 
including  household  goods  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  yam,  on  spools  or  in  pack¬ 
ages,  and  empty  spools,  from,  to,  or  be¬ 
tween  specified  points  in  Massachusetts 
and  Rhode  Island,  and  household  goods, 
between  specified  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York, 
and  New  Jersey.  Theodore  E.  Shasta, 
One  Court  Street,  Boston  8,  Mass.,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 


No.  MC-FC  65448.  By  order  of  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Hoboken  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  a  corporation,  Hoboken, 
N.J.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC  54000,  issued 
April  11,  1950,  to  John  Trau  and  Mar¬ 
garet  Trau,  a  partnership,  Hoboken, 
N.J.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  in  the  territory  in¬ 
dicated,  in  charter  operations,  over 
irregular  routes,  from  points  in  Hudson 
County,  N.J.,  to  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  Orange,  Sulli¬ 
van,  Rockland,  Ulster,  Greene,  and 
Westchester  Counties,  N.Y.,  and  return. 

J.  Harry  O’Brien,  51  Newark  Street, 
Hoboken,  N.J.,  counsellor  at  law. 

No.  MC-FC  65495.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  28,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Benjamin  Wilson, 
Jr.,  and  Robert  W.  Wilson,  doing  business 
as  Wilson  Brothers  Moving  &  Storage, 
Paterson,  N.J.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
16891,  issued  November  27,  1940,  to  Jack 
Locicero,  Passaic,  N.J.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of:  Household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  Passaic,  N.J.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Rhode  Island.  John  M.  Zachara,  P.O. 
Box  2860,  Paterson  28,  N.J.,  practitioner 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  65511.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  31,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Wade  Bus 
Lines,  Inc.,  Ogallala,  Nebr.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  111346  Sub-2,  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  5,  1958,  to  Lynn  R.  Wade,  doing 
business  as  Wade’s  Bus  Line,  Ogallala, 
Nebr.,  authorizing  the  transportation, 
over  regular  routes,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers,  in  the  same  vehicle,  between 
Scottsbluff,  Nebr.,  and  Ogallala,  Nebr. 
Donald  E.  Leonard,  Box  2028,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  65526.  By  order  of  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Rugby  Vans,  Inc., 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
108914  Sub-2  issued  June  24,  1959,  to 
Alfred  Tesoriero,  doing  business  as 
Rugby  Vans,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
within  100  miles  of  Columbus  Circle,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  and  Pennsylvania;  and  be¬ 
tween  Hartford,  Elmwood,  East  Hart¬ 
ford,  West  Hartford,  and  Wethersfield, 
Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Massachusetts,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  and  New  York.  Arthur  J.  Piken, 
160-16  Jamaica  Avenue,  Jamaica  32, 
N.Y.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-228;  Piled,  Jan.  9,  1963; 
8:48  am.] 
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